
3808 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. MARCH 24, 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

TUESDAY, March 934, 1908. 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. CouDEN, D. D. 
The Jom·nal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 
1\lr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privileged 

resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers as a 

matter of pri>ilege the following. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of March 23, 1908, be 

corrected by striking -out, on pages 3835, 3836, and 3837, the speech pur
porting to have been delivered March 18, 1908, by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] and inserting in lieu thereof the transcript 
of the notes of the Official Reporters of the House of the speech actually 
made by said gentleman. 

1\Ir. MANN. l\lr! Speaker, I move to lay the resolution on the 
table. -

1\Ir. SULZER. But I have the floor. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois--
1\Ir. 1\f.ANN. I will withdraw the motion, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, the resolution is offered for the 

purpose of calling the attention of the House to the fact that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] has put in 
yesterday's RECORD a speech reflecting upon the intelligence of 
most of the Members of this House. The speech was never de
livered, and he never uttered one single word of it on the floor 
of this House. The official stenographer's notes show that the 
gentleman got up on the 18th of March and asked "leave to 
extend his remarks." What remarks? [Laughter.] . This 
morning, lo and behold, we found on the first page of yester
day's CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD a speech by the "Hon. JOHN 
DALZEI.L, of Pennsylvania, in the House of Representatives, 
Wednesday, March 18, 1908." .And he says in this speech: 

Indeed, I think it may be truly said that there are comparatively 
few Members of the House itself, much less outsiders, who have any 
real knowledge of the rules. The rules are simple enough and entirely 
logical, but to the majority of Members of the House who have no 
special ambition to familiarize themselves with them they seem com
plicated. 

';A.ny real knowledge of the rules! " Now, think of that! 
Think of the gentleman from Pennsylvania slipping this unde
li'rered speech into the RECORD and saying "Very few Members 
have any real knowledge of the rules." "The rules," he says, 
" are simple enough and entirely logical, but to the majority 
of the Members of the House who have no special ambition to 
familiarize themselves with them they seem complicated." 
Then the gentleman from Pennsylvania pays his respect to the 
newspaper reporters and magazine writers and some others 
"who, without unfairness, it may be said have very little 
knowledge or any conception of what they are writing about." 

Think of that for an illustration of assumed wisdom. 
This speech is not only a reflection on the intelligence and 

assiduity of the majority of the Members of this House, but 
reflects on the newspaper correspondents who sit in yonder gal
lery. [Laughter on ·the Republican side.] 

A short time ago in the German Reichstag a member said 
something derogatory of the newspaper correspondents and 
they went on a strike, and now the world knows absolutely 
nothing about what the members of the German Reichstag are 
doing. If the gentlemen of the press gallery do not go on a 
strike to rebuke the gentleman from Pennsylvania I shall be 
very much surprised. [Laughter and applause.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman got unanimous consent to 
extend his remarks, and I hope the gentleman from Pennsylva
nia will tell us what remarks he made. I hope the gentleman 
will consent, in all fairness, to strike out the derogatory parts 
of his speech reflecting on the Members of this House and on 
the newspaper correspondents. 

This resolution is presented by ~e this morning to call atten
tion to the fact that the gentleman from Illinois [l\1r. MANN] 
offered a resolution yesterday to strike out of the RECORD a 
part of my speech which I had actually delivered on the floor of 
the House, and I would ha>e delivered all of it if I had been 
allowed the time, but I could not get the time, and under the 
circumstances did the best I could, and when my time was 
exhausted I asked the House for unanimous coll$ent to ex
tend my remarks, and the House granted it, and then the next 
day the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] moved to strike 
out everything I did not actually say on the floor of the House. 

Now, sir, I call the attention of the country to what I consider 
a g1eat abuse of the rules and privileges of the House of Repre
sentati>es, and that is the practice of putting into the RECORD 
Ep~e~ ncs and data which have never been spoken, and never 

been heard on the floor of the House. It is an abuse that should 
cease. Yesterday, sir, I served notice on the House that if the 
Republicans struck out a part of my speech, which reflected on 
nobody, which did nobody an injury, which simply narrated the 
record of this House, in future I would see to it that nothing 
went into the RECORD by unanimous consent, and I am doing 
this not alone to please myself but I am going to do it in the 
interests of the newspaper correspondents, in the interests of the 
official reporters of the House, and in the interests of -public 
economy, so that the poor fellows down in the Government 
Printing Office will not have to work quite so hard; and. I now 
reiterate that nothing hereafter will appear in the RECORD, so 
far as I am concerned, un~ess it is actually delivered on the 
floor of the House of Representatives. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will be glad to yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. [Laughter.] -

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SULZER. How much time does the gentleman want? 
Mr. DALZELL. About three minutes. 
Mr. SULZER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman. 

[Laughter.] I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, with respect to a portion of 

what the gentleman from New York [Mr. SULZER] has said, I 
quite agree. I believe that the practice of printing in the REc
ORD speeches that were not delivered is a bad practice, and I 
shall agree to cooperate with the gentleman hereafter in sup· 
pressing that sort of literature. My speech, purported speech, 
in the RECORD this morning was put in there pursuant to leave 
granted by the House on the 18th of March, as the CoNGRES
SIONAL RECORD will show. It reflects on nobody and contains, 
as the House will observe, no little interspersed applauses either 
on the Democratic or the Republican side. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SULZER. 1\Ir. Speaker, I am content to take the judg· 
ment of the House on this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso
lution. 

The question was taken, and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. SULZER) there were-ayes 21, noes 131. 

So the resolution was rejected. 
EFFICIENCY OF MEDICAL DEPARTMENT, UNITED STATES ARMY. 

The Speaker laid before the House the bill (S. 1424) to 
increase the efficiency of the Medical Department of the Army, 
with House amendments thereto disagreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
insist on its amendment to the Senate bill and agree to the con
ference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The Chair announced the following conferees on the part of 

the House: 
Mr. YOUNG, Mr. CAPRON, Mr. SLAYDEN. 
~GISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

1\fr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill be 
taken from the Speaker's table, that the House disagree to 
the Senate amendments thereto, and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's table the legis
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, disagree to 
the Senate amendments, and ask for a conference thereon. Is 
there objection? · 

Mr. SULZER. I object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects. 

The bill will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 19158) making 
appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1909. Pending that motion, Mr. Speaker, 
if I can have the attention of my colleague, the gentleman from 
.Virginia [Mr. LAMB], I would like to arrange, if I can, the time 
for general debate, and I will ask the gentleman whether four 
hours on a side would be satisfactory to him? 

Mr. ~m. Mr. Speaker, we would like very much to have 
more time, but in view of the fact that we must economize in 
time now we will have to consent, trusting to borrowing some 
time from the other side, and to getting what time we can have 
under the five-minute rule on this side. 

Mr. SCOTT. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the time for general debate be limited to eight hours, to be 
divided equally between the majority and the minority, to be 
controlled by the gentleman from Virginia [1\Ir. LAMB] and 
myselt. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani

mous consent that general debate be limited to eight hours, to 
be controlled by the gentleman from Kansas and by the gentle
man from Virginia. Is there objection? 

Mr. HENRY of 'l'exas. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, I desire to state that this is a -most important bill, 
and there are a great many Members who desire to be heard 
in general debate, and when this important bill is taken up I 
see no reason why the debate should be limited to four hours on 
each side. ]t seems to me there ought to be at least three or 
four days of general debate; we ought to have at least eight 
or ten llom·s on each side. I will ask the gentleman if he could 
not agree to three days' general debate on the bill? 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I think my friend from Texas 
[Mr. HENRY] may perhaps rely upon the judgment of the rank
ing member of the minority of the committee, and since he has 
suggested that eight hours would be satisfactory, I hardly feel 
as if I could agree to a longer time. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I do rely upon the judgment of the 
gentleman, and dislike very much to take issue with him; but I 
know there are some gentlemen who desire to engage in general 
debate on this bill, and four hours will not be enough. There 
are a number of the members of the committee on the minority 
side who wish to make speeches, and this will not give them an 
opportunity. 

Mr. SCOTT. I should like to say to the gentleman from 
Texas that this matter has been pretty carefully canvassed, 
and I think eight hours will suffice for all gentlemen who wish 
to discuss the bill to be heard, and I desire to renew my re
quest. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Well, unless the gentleman will agree 
to at 1east six hours on each side I shall feel constrained to 
object. 
·Mr. SCOTT. Then, Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion that we 

go into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas moves that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
H. R. 1915 , the agricultural appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 19158, the agricultural appropriation bill, Mr. 
FosTER of Vermont in the chair. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill H. R. 19158, the agricultural appropriation bill, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as folows : 
A bill (H. R. 19158) making appropriations for the Department of 

Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909. 

1\fr. SCOTT. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard, and the Clerk will read 

the bill. 
The Clerk began the reading of the bill and read to page 6, 

line 6. 
l\1r. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 

the further reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas renews his 

motion that the further reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, in addition to the formal report 
which accompanies this bill, I desire, with the indulgence of the 
committee, to submit a few observations upon some special 
features of the bill and perhaps upon some of the work of the 
great Department for the support of which it is intended to 
provide. 

First of all, I desire to correct an impression which seems to 
have become prevalent that the total amount carried by this 
bill is in excess of the estimates submitted by the Department. 
It is true that the Book of Estimates presents but $10,666,351 
as the 2stimates from the Department of Agriculture, but sup
plemental estimates were subsequently sent to the House which 
brought the total up to $12,851,351. The present bill carries 
$11,431,346, so that instead of being in excess of the estimates 
it is below them by $1,420,005. The incre.::'l.se of this bill over 
the appropriations for the current year will be found less than 
the average increase during the past ten years, and your com
mittee believes it is a thoroughly conservative and carefully 
drawn bill. 

XLII-239 

The report notes briefly the fact ·that the volume of the bill 
has been reduced from 69 to 49 pages. This reduction has been 
made by an elimination of redundant and unnecessary verbiage, 
and has not limited the scope of the work of the Department or 
changed its character in any degree. The changes have been 
made merely to simplify the bill so that its provisions may be 
more easily understood. 

Your committee has recommended very few promotions in 
salary, and these only in exceptional and uncommonly meri
torious cases. 

Under the Weather Bureau the bill recommends the construc
tion of a new building at Abilene, Tex.; Dodge City, Kans.; 
Richmond, Va.; East Lansing, 1\Iich.; Northfield, Vt.; St. 
Joseph, Mo., and Fort Wayne, Ind. It also recommends the re
establishment of the station at Pikes Peak and restoration of 
the administration building at Mount Weather, which was de
stroyed by fire last October. 

The recommendation for the construction of buildings at the 
various stations named is made in pursuance of what your com
mittee believes to be the wise policy of the Bureau to house its 
employees in its own buildings as rapidly as these buildings can 
be economically constructed. The value of meteorological obser
vations is greatly enhanced if they can be taken at the same 
place over a long period of years. Your committee belie1es it 
is good policy, therefore, to build permanent homes for the 
stations wherever the stations themselves are to be permanent. 

1\Ir. STAFFORD. 'Viii the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. SCOTT. I yield to the gentleman from "\V1sconsin. 
1\Ir. STAFFORD. Is there any special construction that is 

necessary in these weather buildings that demand special quar
ters in order to have efficient service? 

Mr. SCOTT. It is necessary, chiefly, that they should be 
located so as to be free from the influence of adjoining build
ings, and it is necessary also that the roofs should be of such 
shape that instruments may be placed on them which will be 
easy of access by the observers in charge of the station. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Can the gentleman give the committee 
roughly the number of stations which are located in rented 
quarters and the number that are in quarters owned by the 
Government? 

Mr. SCOTT. I can not even approximate that, as the matter 
has never been brought to my attention. I may say it has been 
the policy of the Bureau for several years to construct these 
buildings, and the agricultural appropriation bill most of the 
time for the past six years, since I have had the honor of being 
on the committee, has carried appropriations for that purpose. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Aggregating how much in amount an
nuaJly? 

Mr. SCOTT. The cost of these buildings ranges from $12,000 
to $15,000, and provision has been made--

1\fr. STAFFORD. Independent of the sites? 
Mr. SCOTT. Including the sites; and provision has been 

made in the different bills for sometimes four and sometimes 
eight buildings. . 

Mr. STAFFORD. What percentage are in Government build
ings and what in rented quarters? 

l\Ir. SCOTT. You mean in their own buildings? 
Mr. STAFFORD. In the buildings owned by the Govern

ment. 
Mr. SCOTT. I should think perhaps 20 per cent are in their 

own buildings. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Can the gentleman give any rough esti

mate as to the amount of appropriation that would be needed 
in case they were housed in buildings owned by the Govern
ment? 

Mr. SCOTT. Well,_ there are about 200 stations. It would 
cost about $15,000 a station. About 70 or 80 per cent of them 
are as yet unsupplied, and the gentleman can make the com
putation himself. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Is it possible to have these stations lo
cated in the usual Government buildings such as we construct 
for use of post-offices and other governmental purposes? 

Mr. SCOTT. The Chief of the Bureau does not recommend 
that, for the reason that the buildings are very seldom so con
structed as to be suitable for the use of the Weather Bureau. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Can not some quarters in those buildings 
be arranged whereby they would be suitable for the purposes 
of the Bureau? 

1\Ir. SCOTT. I suppose, of course, if the matter were taken 
into account when they were constructed, it might be done, but, 
as the gentleman knows, the construction of the Weather Bu
reau buildings is under the control of the Department of Agri
culture. Other public buildings are constructed by the T·reas
ury Department, so that there has been no coordination of that 
sort. 
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Mr. STAFFORD. The purpose of my inquiry was that here 
we have these buildings being constructed under the Depart
ment of Agriculture, that has immediate charge of them, while 
the Government buildings that a:re mostly used for post-office 
purposes through the. country are rmd'er the charge of the 
Treasury Department--

1r. SCOTT. I may say to tlie gentlemn.n--
Mr. STAFFORD. Over which the Post-Office Department 

has no eontrol whatsoever, and wherein the buildings are erected 
without regard and oftentimes in opposition to the pin.ns and 
recommendations and ideas of the Post-Office Department~ 

Mr. SCOTT. I may say to tile gentleman that,. as a general 
proposition, the Weather Bureau prefers to have its observers 
live in the stations, and of course that would be wholly imprac
ticable in a post-office building. 

In regard to the building at Mount Weathel"_ Va., as Mem
bers of the House doubtless know, there has been established at 
that point a research station,. the purpose of which is to carry 
on new and original investigations with a Yiew to widening the 
realm of knowledge upon which the service of the Weather 
Bureau is based. Very little progress has been made in the 
science of meteorology fo.li a great many years. "The wind 
bloweth where it li.steth, ::md we hear the sound thel'eof, but 
whence it cometh or- whither it goeth" is about as much of a 
mystery now as it was when the l\Iaster talked with Nicodemus 
nineteen hrmdred years ago. 

We are spending about a million ::tnd a half of dollars an
nually to make forecasts of the weather and distribute them, 
and yet it we can foreea.st the weather any more accurately 
now than twenty-five years ago it i-s chiefly because our agents 
have become more skilled in. the application of the old prin
ciples. and not becau-se any new principles have been diseovered. 
Yom committee believes, therefore,. that it is a good policy to 
spend a few thousnnd doll:.ws- each year in researches which 
may, we hope, broaden the science upon which the art of fore
casting is based. Now, the station at Mount Weather con
sists of about half a dozen buildings, and the administra-tion 
bui'Iding, which was destroyed by fire last October, is: an essen
tial: part of this plant. Your committee has, therefore, recom
mended an appropriation for its restoration. 

Mr. 1\iADDEN. I ant to know how much of the $1~500,.000 
would be expended for buildings:~ 

Mr. SCOTT. Well,. in. the pr~t bill there is. carried an ap
propriation of 60,000 for t.he- restoration of this building at 
Mount Weather, and for a genem1 power plant for that station, 
and then we have $10-,00o- for buildings at other sta,tions, mak
ing altogether $165,000. 

1\Ir. MADDEN. Do you not think that a great deal of this 
money could be saved by utilizing the post-office buildings in 
the various sections of the eountry, notwithstanding the faet 
that the Deparbnent thinks; it advisable not to use them? 

1\lr. SCOTT. Why, no. I do not think it would be prac
ticable. That matter has been canyassed frequently before the 
committee, and the committee has been unanimously of the 
opinion tha:t the rea:scms given by the Bureau why thnt should 
not be done are satisfactory and conclusi-ve_ 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman be kind enough to tell us 
what the reasons were? 

Mr. SCOTT. One reason was that the post-office buildings are 
seldom located at the proper place. Frequently they are sur
rounded by higher buildings ; they are right in the heart of 
the city; the architecture is not such as to make them con
venient for the observers to place their instruments on the roof 
and take their ob ervations. And stlTl another reason is that 
it would be impossible to house the observer and his family in 
the post-office buildings, and that is almost essential in all the 
smaller stations where only one man is employed. 

1\Ir. MADDEN. Well, I would like to ask why it is essential 
to house the observer in the building used by him? 

1\Ir. SCOTT. Because he ought to be on duty twenty-four 
hours of the day. 

1\fr. MADDEN. Then, he is to be something like a Pinkerton 
detective that neYer sleeps? 

Mr. SCOTT. He is to have an opportunity to ·sleep; but, like 
a physician, he is to be called up if the need arises. 

In the Burean of Plant Industry a rearru.ngement of the 
language has been made, by which the grain investigations 
heretofot·e carried as a separate item shall be covered into the 
general work of the Bureau, and new language has been in
serted to provide that when fixed grades have been estab
lished they shall constitute the official standard for the grad
ing of grain. Lack of uniformity in grain grading throughout 
the country has long been a subject of complaint, bQth by the 
producers and the purchasers of grain. Some three years ago, 
in consequence of these complaints, an appropriation was 

inserted in the agl'icultural appropriation bill to enable the 
Secretary of Agriculture to undertake an in1estigation, fi'"om 
which it wns hoped a me-thod would be devised for bringing 
about uniform grain grading. The e investigations have not 
been entirely successful, but very encouraging progress has 
been made. A mecllanical device has been perfected, by means 
ot which the water content of grnin, one of the most important 
factors fn its· grading, can be quickly- and accurately deter
mined, a:nd this device is now in use in many of the great grain 
markets. 

1\Ir. 1\fADDEN. I wish to ask if it is proposed to have the 
Federal Government assume jurisdiction of inspection over all 
the grain shipped in this country? 

l\1r. SCOTT. I would say to the gentleman that it is in the 
hope of preventing that very thing that your committee has 
recommended that this investigation be carried on. We be
lieve that as :1 result of this investigation methods will be 
devised whereby a uniform system or grain grading may be 
established throughout the country, to be put into effect by 
the present boards of inspection, so that the Government will 
not be obliged to yield to the demand which the gentleman 
knows is becoming more and more insistent every year to under
take Federal inspection. 

:Mr. 1A.DDEN. Just what has the Government done so far 
to· secure information upon which to base inspections as to 
uniform grading of grain? 

lUr. SCOTT. Well, I was just stating that as a result of 
these studies it has devised this mechanical apparatus for de
termining the water content of grain. It has made progress in 
the development of apparatus for testing other factors that 
enter into the grading of the grain, and it is believed by the 
officials- in clla.:rge o:t the work tlr.lt the problem ultimately will 
be sofyed. 

Mr. MADDEN. There is no disposition to establish boards 
ot inspection to take the place of the boards of inspection that 
exist now in the various cities? ·• 

Mr. SCOTT. There is no proposition to establish any board 
ot" inspection.-

1\Ir. MADDEN. That is what I wanted to find out. 
Mr, SCOTT'~ For a: similar reason we ha--re incorporated in 

this bill a new pa.ragrapb authorizing the Secretary of Agricul
ture to establish a standard for the different grades of cotton. 
To fix the standard of cotton is a much simpler thing than to de
termine the grade of grain, for the reason that it is largely a 
mechanical matter, depending on the length of the fiber, its 
color, luster, and so forth. 

Ne-vertheless the number and names of the various grades 
in use in the cotton markets of the country have given rise to 
innume:rabie disputes between buyer and seller, so that both 

. producers and manufacturers of cotton ha-ve earnestly appealed 
to your committee to authorize the Secretary to determine and 
declare what shall be the standard for certain grades of cotton 
named in the bin. 

It is believed that when these grades have been fixed sets of 
actual samples can be prepared and sent out to the various mar
kets, by means of which practical uniformity can be brought 
about throughout the. entire country. 

1\Ir. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman allow a question 
or two? 

1\Ir. SCOTT. Certainly. 
Mr. CRUMP A.CKER. I regard the provisions of the bill that 

the gentleman is now discussing as of very great importance 
indeed, and I have not as ye.t reached the conclusion that I shall 
support them when the bill is up for consiueration. Now, in Fe
lation to the official standards of cotton, the gentleman has ex
plained to the committee about the controversies which often 
arise between the shipper and the consignee, or the seller and 
the buyer, respecting the grading of cotton. 

Will not substantially the same controversy arise as to 
whether the cotton shil)ped comes up to the official standard 
or goes below? Will it obviate in any considerable measure the 
differences of views and the controversies that exist between 
the seller and the buyer, by the fixing of an official standard, 
unless the Government proceeds to establi.sh a tribunal that will 
inspect and determine the quality of every particular shipment 
of cotton? And does it not necessarily lead to Go-vernment in
spection of cotton and all other kinds of commodities? 

1\!r. SCOTT. I think the controyersies which arise under the 
present system are due chiefly to the great difference in the 
number and names of the grades of cotton at various markets. 
For instance, at the New Orleans market they may have only 
nine grades of cotton, in the New York market there Illlly be 
thirty grades of cotton, and the difference in the names and the 
difference in the number of grades are so confusing that it is 
practically impossible to ship cotton from one of these markets 
to the other without creating a controversy. And it is the 
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judgment of this committee that, so far from leading the way 
i:o Federal inspection of all these commodities, the investigation 
~ailed for in this bill, both as to grain and cotton, will go far 
to obviate the necessity of such Federal inspection. 

We belieYe it will be possible, in the matter of cotton, as I 
suggested a moment ago, to make actual sets of samples to be 
sent out to the different markets, so that it will be as easy a 
matter to grade cotton as it would be to take a ribbon to a dry
goods store-and match it. It may be that a similar system ma·y 
be devised even in the matter of wheat, for I notice that in 
Canada, where they haxe government inspection, they send out 
to the different markets actual samples of wheat at the begin
ning of each season, which simply mark the grade that is to be 
given. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Now, just one suggestion. I am not 
very familiar with the cotton market or with the merchandizing 
of cotton, but I have supposed that all considerable sales were 
upon sample, and that an expert would know what cotton might 
be worth by an examination of the sample; and that whether it 
is graded official1y or otherwise, he knows as a matter of fact 
what its inherent qualities are and what it is worth for working 
up into textile fabrics. 

Mr. BURLESON. If the gentleman will permit me, what he 
has said is largely true, but the difficulty is that in different 
sections the trade have different standards for the same grade 
of cotton. To illustrate my meaning, the standard at Atlanta 
for middling cotton may be entirely different from the standard 
used for middling cotton at Savannah, only a few miles re
moved. A great many of the controversies and contentions now 
constantly arising about the classification of cotton would be 
removed if we could provide a uniform standard for the differ
ent grades of cotton, and the very purpose of this amendment 
is to obviate the dangers alluded to which now threaten unless 
some such action as proposed by this amendment is taken. This 
will not lead to Federal inspection at all, and ~o no expense to 
the General Government. I want to say further to the gentle
man from Indiana that upon the merits of this particular propo
sition there is no difference between the manufacturer and the 
grower, the consumer and producer. Even the cotton exchange 
element-the speculating element-agrees that this is very de
sirable reform as far as cotton trade generally is concerned. 

.Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest that 
the same thing applies to the grading of wheat at different 
places? The same quality of wheat is differently classified at 
Chicago and Toledo, Ohio, places not far apart. 

Mr. SCOTT. Emphasizing what I have already said, and 
confirming what has been said by the gentleman from Texas, 
I wish to assure the members of this committee that in the 
deliberate judgment of the Committee on .Agriculture the pro
visions for the grading of wheat and cotton, if allowed to re
main in this bill, will do inore than any other one thing pos
sibly can do to satisfy those who are now insisting upon the 
Federal inspection of these commodities. 

Mr. REID. In what way would you enforce this statute? 
Mr. SCOTT. There is no provision in the bill by penal stat

ute or otherwise to enforce it. It is simply believed that if a 
standard can be determined the obvious advantage of it to all 
parties interested in dealing in this commodity will be so great 
that it will be adopted by mutual consent and will pass into 
the commercial practice of the country by what might be called 
the inductive method. 

Mr. REID. In other words, it will be entirely voluntary by 
the parties contracting? 

Mr. SCOTT. Entirely so. This cotton provision has been so 
earnestly appealed for by both the producers and manufactur
ers of cotton that I am sure the results brought about by the 
investigation will be welcomed by both parties. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. On what page of the bill is the provision? 
Mr. DRISCOLL. On page 16. I want to ask the gentleman 

from Kansas a question. Have they not got now the same 
grades under the same names that you propose here? 

Mr. SCOTT. They have in some markets, and in other 
markets they have twenty or thirty other grades. 

1\Ir. DRISCOLL. Your names do not mean anything; they 
are simply abstract names. Are you going to have samples 
also? 

.Mr. BURLESON. They have the names now in use. 

.Mr. · SCOTT. In some markets they have them. The proposi
tion is to have actual sets of samples corresponding with the 
various grades named. 

.Mr. DRISCOLL. It strikes me that the abstract names are 
absolutely meaningless unless you have samples to represent 
those names; and if you have the samples, you must have some
body representing the Government to enforce a compliance by 
all the people dealing in cotton with those names, and it will 

lead just as sure as the world to a force of Government em
ployees to enforce the provision. 

Mr. BURLESON. The advantages will be so manifest to all 
parties interested that they will be glad to adopt it. There is 
not the least doubt about that. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. While the gentleman from Texas is a be
liever in States rights on general principles, he is willing to 
get the Government to interest itself in and do things the 
people might otherwise do, and which the State might other
wise do, and I am inclined to think that this is only an enter
ing wedge to get a corps of Federal employees to enforce this 
grading of cotton and other commodities on the people. 

Mr. SCOTT. I think the gentleman is unnecessarily appre
hensive in this matter. It will be a very simple thing for the 
Bureau employees at the beginning of each cotton season to 
prevare actual sets of samples and send them out to the various 
markets, and that is all that this paragraph proposes to do 
and your committee believe all that will ever be necessary. It 
will not be necessary to send a Federal official along with these 
samples to see whether the cotton compares with them and is 
of a given grade or not. The samples will speak for themseh-es 
and any man of average intelligence will be able to make th~ 
comparison. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Can not any cotton shipper produce his 
own samples, and can not any cotton buyer require that the 
bulk of the shipment shall come up to a given sample? If he 
has a sample that does not compare with any you name, can 
not he sell his cotton? 

Mr. SCOTT. Undoubtedly. There is no suggestion in the 
bill of a limitation upon the right of private contract. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. No man is required in selling cotton to 
name, it, and he is not required to produce a sample that will 
meet any sample made by the Government. Therefore he must 
sell his crop by -his own sample. 

Mr. SCOTT . . If that is true, no harm will be done, and I 
do not see that it argues particularly against the provision in 
the bill. 

l\fr. DRISCOLL. It strikes me as another Federal inter
ference with the rights of private individuals in the transaction 
of their business. 

~Ir. SC~TT. The~e is no design to interfere wit)l anybody's 
pnvate rights, nnd m reply to the gentleman I want to say 
that I think his fears are groundless, and if he will study the 
question closer I think he will come to that conclusion himself. 

1\:li;. BOUTELL. · I would like to make a single inquiry in 
the mterest of barley. Some very interesting work has been 
carried on during the past few years in making tests of barley 
and improving the quality of the seed. A great part of this 
work has been done in cooperation with the Government by the 
Wahl and Henins Institute of Fermentology, in my district. 
This work, as I understand it, has been very Yaluable not only 
to the farmers, but to the consumers of barley. I notice there 
is a_ little change in the pharseology of this bill, and the inquiry 
I WISh to make of the chairman in charge of the bill is whether 
there is anything in the bill to preclude this work beinO' done 
in the future. o 

l\Ir. SCO'l'T. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois was 
perhaps not in his seat when I began my statement, and did not 
hear me say· that the change which had been made in the vol
ume of the bill did not involve any change in the scope of the 
Department's work. I remember the particular project to 
which he refers, and can say that the work will be carried on in 
the future as it has been in the past, under the general author
ity of the Department. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Mr. Chairman, referring to the inspec
tion of grain, establishing a standard, does not this paragraph 
on page 17 have for its intention the creation of a controversy 
between the boards of trade now established in this country 
and the buyer or seller? 

Mr. SCOTT. Oh, on the contrary, the intention is and the 
hope of your committee is that it will do away with the con
troversies which now are frequently arising. 

Mr. McMO~RAN .. As I understand the situation to-day, 
and from reading this paragraph, especially the latter part of 
it-

And also for the issuance of certificates of inspection when re
quested by the consignor or consignee of any grain entering into for
eign commerce--

! understand there is some controversy at the present time 
by the foreign purchaser of grain in this country as to the in
~pection wh~ch he sh~ll accept. As the matter stands tg-day, 
1f he buys m the ChiCago market or Minneapolis or Duluth 
he is obliged to take the inspection there established. Now' 
under this paragraph I understand that he could appeal to th~ 
Secretary of Agriculture, who could issue a certificate of in
spection for that grain purchase. 
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1\fr. SCOT'".r. Replying, let me say first that the precise lan
guage to which the gentleman now calls attention has been in 
this bill for three years. Those certificates have been granted 
for the past two years whene>er asked for, and the gentleman 
has perhaps not heard of any controversies arising from that 
cause. It is true, as he states, that there is a great deal of dis
satisfaction in foreign markets with the grades of grain that 
are supplied them from the United States. That dissatisfaction 
has been so great that we are largely Josing our market for 
grain in Europe. In I•'rance, for example, we sell <>nly 20 per 
cent of the corn imported, when we ought to sell 80 per cent, 
and the bulk of that trade goes to Argentina because the grad
ing is done more accurately, at least, if not more honestly, in 
that country than it is in this. It i in the hope of changing 
those conditions or making it po sible for an .American cer
tificate of grading to be taken at par in any market of -the 
world that we ha>e authorized this work to be done. 

1\fr. McMORRAN. I would like to say, that, in my judgment, 
with thirty or forty ye.ars' experience with boards of trade, we 
have in this country, that there is no country on the face of the 
globe where there is a more fair or etter a>erage standard of 
inspection than there is in this country to-day. Referring to 
corn, corn has created a large contro>ersy between the foreign 
buyer .:md the shipper on this side of the water. And why? 
Because there are certain seasons of the year when corn heats 
in transit. The buyer of that corn nnderstands the situation 
fulJy, ju t as much as the eller does, and when he buys that 
corn he takes the ri k, whatever it may be.. What he is seeking 
to do is to get some temporary advantage of the American 
seller, so that when that corn arrives at the point of shipment, 
say at our Atlantic or Gulf ports, and is in a heated condition, 
he may have the opportunity to reject it and go back on the 
inspection on which he bought it. 

Mr. SCOTT. It seems to me that the observation the gentle
man has made hardly applies to the provision ip this bill, as I 
do not see how the possession of a certificate of inspection by 
the Federal authorities could give a foreign buyer any undue 
adv!l.Iltage over an American seller, provided the .American 
seller has honestly graded his grain in the beginning. 

There is no purpose, absolutely, in the minds of your commit
tee in authorizing this work to be done, except to bring about, 
as nearly as possible, a uniformity in the grading of grain 
throughout the markets of the United States, belie>ing that 
such uniformity would be of immense advantage not only to 
producers of grain, but to the purchasers and dealers in grain. 

1\fr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I want to suggest to my colleague 
here, and in order to facilitate the busine s of the House, that 
all of these interrogatories only prolong this debate and con
sume the time.. These gentlemen must know that when these 
paragraphs are reached under the fi>e-minute rule,. all of these 
important questions will be discussed. I do not see how the 
chairman can make his statement here, as I know he is well 
prepared to do, if he is to be fired with all these inquiries, 
and I appeal to the House to ha>e patience and wait until this 
statement is made, and when tllese paragraphs are reached we 
will have full discussion of all these important subjects. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. The chairman has made no appeal that he 
should not be interrupted-- · 

Air. LA.l\fB. He is too modest, perhaps, to make it. 
Mr. DRISCOLL. .And we did not know he wished to be let 

alone. 
Mr. LA.MB. Then he is different from the rest of us. I 

think he is made of the same stuff that we are made of. 
1\Ir. SCOTT. I appreciate the intercession of my friend from 

Virginia. 
Mr. McMORRAN. I want to say to the gentleman this is 

one of the most important things concerning the large .agricul
tural interests of this cotmtry, and I can not see for the life of 
me why the Secretary of Agriculture should attempt to create 
a contro"Versy between our standard of in pection of the boards 
of trade, which they have agreed upon for grain, and foreign 
countries. 

Mr. SCOTT. I am sure if the gentleman will confer with 
the Se~retary of Agriculture he would !earn it was far from 
his intent to create a controversy; and I would suggest, if be 
bas not already done so, that he inform himself as to the work 
that has been done under this paragraph during the last two 
years. This is not new. There are only a dozen new words in 
this paragraph, the ones which relate to establishing a standard. 

The work has been carried on for the last three or four 
years, and the fact that such troubles as the gentleman now 
seems to anticipate have not arisen during that time would 
seem to indicate they are not to be feared in the future. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Do you understand the Government is to 
undertake an examination of this grain before shipment and 
before the issuance of the certificate'l 

Mr. SCOTT~ I do not quite understand the question. 
1\!r. 1\fcMORRA.N. In other words, take a cargo of corn from 

Chicago purcha ed by a foreign buyer. I the Go>ernment to 
ha-ve inspectors stationed there to inspect that grain as well as 
the Chicago Board of 'l"'rade? 

Mr. SCOTT. No; that i not the idea at all. The Govern
ment simply e tablishes laboratories at certain great grain 
centers and at some of the ports of the country to examine 
samples of grain that are brought to those la.Wratories, and the 
certificates set forth the condition of tho e samples. It is not 
t.be idea at all to ha"Ve a force of Go"Vernment insp ctors at 
great elevators <>r in the railroad yards. They are stationed 
only in the laboratori-es where they grade the samples which 
are bronght to them. 

1\Ir. McMORRAN. Now, do you understand the Government 
at the present time has any laboratories that contain any ma.
chinery of any kind that will test the grain to any better ad
-vantage th.an our bo.ards of trade at present have? 

l\fr. SCOTT. Well, as I stated a few moments ago, they ha"Ve 
devised an apparatus for testing the water .content of grain, 
which is o much better than nnything heretofore in use that 
it is being rapidly adopted throughout the country. 

1\Ir . .McMORRAN. Is it not being adopted by the board of 
b·ade at Chicago? 

Mr. SCOTT. Exactly; simply because it is better than any
thing the board of trade at Chicago ·has had. 

1\!r. 1\!cl\IORRAN. Has the Go>ernment anytlJing better? 
Mr. SCOIT. I say this is a device perfected by the Govern

ment, and it has been adopted by the board of trade at Chicago 
because it is better than what they bad. 

Mr. :1\i.ADDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman ju t one 
question. I unde-rstood the chairman of the Agricultural Com
mittee to state a few minutes ago that the United States sold 
only 20 per eent of the corn shipped to Europe. 

Mr. SOOTT. To France. 
1\fr. MADDEN. To France-because the inspection of the 

grain or corn from the Argentine Republic was so much higher 
tandard than the American inspection that the people of 

France nccepted the Argentine Republic corn in preference to 
ours. Did I misunderstand him? 

1\fr. SCOTT. I think I made a statement substanti.a.lly to th.at 
effect. 

1\Ir. MADDEN. I understand there is no inspection whate>er 
in the Argentine Republic on grain or meats or food products 
of any kind, name, or natm·e. 

l\Ir. SCOTT. Well, that being true, it is an even greater re
flection, I should say, upon the inspection in the United States 
that grain that comes from a country where there iB no inspec
tion at all sells in the market against ours. 

.Mr. MADDEN. In fact, they sell their grain and all food 
products for less money than we do, .and that is the reason 
why they are able to get a foreign market in preference to us. 

Mr. SCOTT. The gentleman probably knows (without wish
ing to protract this debate) that there has been recently b.eld in 
London a congress of European buyers of grain called for the 
purpose of protesting against the inspection system ·of the 
United States, that the work of thttt congress has been called 
to the attention of the President, and that the Secretary of 
Agricu)ture has caused an inyestigation to be made to determine 
to what extent the complaints made by these European pur
chasers were correct. I would suggest that the gentleman 
might obtain some yaluable information if he would look up 
the report of that congress. 

1\fr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask just one 
question? 

The CHAIRl\IA.N. Does the gentlem.an yield? 
Mr. SCOTT. With great pleasure. 
Mr. KEIFER. .I want to inquire whether the Committee on 

Agriculture have looked into the question of the power of Con
gress, under the Constitution, to fix a standard for grading 
grain, cotton, and so forth, and enforcing that in the country? 

1\Ir. SCOTT. There is no proposition in this bill, l\fr. Chair
man, to enforce a standard. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
KEIFER] will doubtle s remember that for a great many years 
the Bureau of Chemisb'Y in the Department of Agriculture was 
authorized to establish standards for foods. There was no 
machinery of the law back of that authority to force the adop
tion of those standards, and yet, as a matter of fact, they were 
adopted throughout the country very largely by the State legis
latures, which enacted laws to put them into effect. And that is 
what it is hoped may be accomplished in the matter of the estab
lishment of .standards for the grading of cotton and wheat; that 
after the e standards have been established the various ·boards 
of inspection throughout the country, co1·poration and State, 
will be glad t o have the standards, and by proper -enactment 
will put them into effect in their own localities. 
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fr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest that 

the matter of pure food was a matter that related to the health 
.conditions of the country, and the matter of fixing standardsfor 
the sale of grain, cotton, and so forth, is a different proposition 
alto~ther? 

Mr. SCOTT. I only attempted to draw the parallel .in this 
respect, that there was no attempt in this appropnation bill in 
former years to force these standards of foods upon the coun
try, and yet they accomplished a great deal of g-ood because 
they were taken up by the \Rricms State legislatures and en
acted into Jaw. 

~!r. Chairman, another rearrangement of this bill .has been 
made in the Bureau of Plant Industry, whereby the appropria
tion heretofore carried as a separate item to enable the Secre
tary of Agriculture to meet the emergency caused by the con
tinuous spread of the 1\Iexican cotton boll weevil h~s been cov
ered into the general work of the Bureau, and the appropriation 
has been correspondingly incre:::LSed. 

In 1894 the Mexican cotton boll weevil crossed the border and 
inYaded the State of Texas. For the next few years th.at State 
combated the pest with the best means at its disposal, but with 
so poor success that in 1905 an appe:l'l. -came to Oongress for an 
emergency appropriation to ~d the aid of the General Gov
ernment. It was Tepresented, and very truly, that the weevil 
wa:s spTeading so rapidly .as to threaten the actual extinction 
of the cotton-growing industry. Indeed so gTeat had been its 
ravages that in some parts of Texas large areas of -cotton 
plantations had been wholly abandoned. In 1905, therefore, 
Oongress made an appropriation of $250,()00 to be expended m 
this w-ork, carrying it on the bill as 3Il emergency item. It 
has been carried in a similar way for the following three years, 
the amount having been red11ced to $190,000 each y.ear. The 
present bill, a:s I ha~e just stated, omits the item as an emer
gency~ but mak-es provision for the continuation of the work. 
This change is recommended because the work has ceased to 
be an emergency and has settled down into what promises to 
be one of the regula:~.· tasks of the Department. The boll weevil 
has simply been added to our other insect pests, and the fight 
against it is another one of our continuing problems. 

When the combat first began the attack was directed a'long 
two lines. The Bureau of Entomology took up the study of the 
life history of the weevil with a view to :ascertaining whether 
pm·asites might not be introduced which eventually might serve to 
keep it in check, .and also in the hope of being able to suggest to 
planters cultural or mechanical methods of resisting its ravages. 
'.rhe Bureau of Plant Industry assumed as its part of the con
test the problem of selecting varieties of cotton that would 
either in themselves be resistant to the boll weevil · or mature 
their crops early enough to escape its worst ravages. Alang 
both of these lines of attack decided progress has been made. 
Th-e entomologists have discoYered se\eral Yarieties of para
sites which they think eventually will multiply sufficiently to 
materially retard the spread of the weevil, and they have also 
been able to do effective work in the way -of quarantining new 
terJ..'itory against the spread of the pest. 

The most practical :~.·esu.lts, h-owe-r-er, haye been reached 
through the operations of the Bureau of Plant Industry. This 
Bureau has discovered some -varieties of cotton which are 
strongly resistant t-o the boll weevil, the plants having the pe
euliar faculty of exuding a soTt of gum when the egg is laid 
in the boll, which seals it up .and p1·eyents it from hatching: 
The Bureau has also be~ able to find or develop new Tarieties 
of cotton whose yield is prolific and which mature much earlier 
than the common ...-arieties. The Bureau has also introduced 
better cultural methods, so that, taking all of its improvements 
togetherJ it has been able to demonstrate that .in nearly every 
season a fairly good cott-on crop can be grown in spite of the 
boll weevil. But the Bureau of Plant Industry has done more 
than this. In the areas of the Tery worst lnfeetion, where the 
growing of cotton, eTen with the most effective seed and the 
best cultural methods, is extrem-ely doubtful, it ha-s taught the 
people how to make a linng without raising cotton. This has 
been done through what is called the " demonstration and co
operatiYe farm .n:::ethod." By this method a certain number of 
farmers in a given county would agree with the agents of the 
Bureau to set apart a certain portion of their farm upon which 
they would agree to grow the crops which the Bureau agents 
might direct in -exactly the method the agents would prescribe. 
These were called "demonstration farms." 

In the county a large number of other farmers would agree 
to follow the directions of the Bure.au agents as closely as their 
circumstances would permit. The demonstration farms were 
regularly visited by local agents of the Bureau to s.ee that the 
directions were being followed, while those conducting the eo
operative farms would be furnished with bulletins and such 

instruction as could be gi-ven by mail. This method WllS fol
low-ed in . practically all the Southern States, with the result 
that not less than 250,000 farmers were brought into actual 
contact with the agents of the Department of Agriculture, and 
received more or less direct instructi-on from them. The result 
in many places has been almost phenomenal. Regi-ons where a 
great proportion of farms had been actually abandoned and 
where the people seemed h-opelessly discouraged are now flour
ishing :and in better condition than they eYer were before. So 
successful, indeed, has the work been that it attracted the at
tention of the general education board at New York, which 
placed $70;000 during the current year at the disposal of the 
Bureau, to be expended in extending the work. It has met 
with the enthusiastic support of the :people in the communities 
where it has been carried forward, an-d a great many of which 
ll.a.ve T.aised Tery considerable sums of money by private sub
scription to extend the work~ It is doubtless along this line 
that th-e woTk of the future will be .chiefly conducted. 

.I may say in passing that the success with whieh this demon
stration and eooperatiY-e work has met in combating the boll 
weevil has suggested to members -of your committee the idea 
that it might be profitably extended to other sections of the 
-country. l think every man who has gi"\'"en thoughtful atten
tion "to the work oi the Department of Agriculture will admit 
at once that if it .has made a mistake in .any direction it h-as 
been .in its failure to get out to th-e peopl-e in usable form the 
vast store r0f information which has been accumulated by the 
experiments and resear-eh of the scientists of the Department. 
For many -years a great <eorps of very able men, tra.ined special
ists, have been studying the problems of a-grieul±nre here in this 
Departmen.t. Undoubtedly they ha\e made many discoveries 
which if put into practical effect by the farmers of the country 
would be of almost incalculable value. Of course many of 
th-ese discoveries have been IJUt into }Jractieal eff.eet, and yet:, 
undoubtedly, Tery many more of th-em ha\e not been. 

Hundreds of thousands of dollars have been spent in the 
.:aggregate in publishing farm bulletins, the purpose of which 
was to carry the results of the research of the Department to 
the people, but the .actual effect of which in many cases has been 
simply to e-mbalm and bury these results. The work 1n the 
Sout11 during the period of warfare against the boll weevil ha.-s 
demonstrated tbat the knowledge of the scientist-s can be car
Tied in a most etfective way to \ery large numbers of individual 
farmers at a minimum of -expense. Comparatively few men 
are able to praetica.lly apply the information which may come 
to them in a bulletin, but no man is so dull as not to und-er
stand the results that are obtained ·on his own land from the 
work of his own hand. Your -committee is very much disposed, 
therefore, to encourage the Department in this line of its 
effort to carry to the people the information that is acquired 
in its laboratories and on its experimental grounds. No new 
legislation is ·requiTed to enabl-e this to be done and no appro
priation in this bill is made with special refeTence to it. The 
general authority given to the Secretary of Agriculture by the 
fun-damental law of the Department is broad enough to cover 
this work and the ordinary appropriations are sufficient to 
carry it forward as rapidly as your committee belieyes it can 
be well and economically done. I have mentioned it only be
cause as one of the later and newer methods of the Department 
in carrying forward its general work it seems to me to be of 
peculiar interest. 

Se\er.al new limitations have been inserted in the para
graphs making a-ppropTiation for the Bureau of For~try~ 
all of them fully warranted, your committee believesJ by 
the need -of th-e service and calculated to promote its efficiency. 
One of the most important•of these is a proTision directin~ the 
Secr-eta1--y to divide and designate national forests in such man
ner as he may deem best for administrative purposes. In the 
absenee -of such a pronsion the Secretary is _ oblig~d to admin
ister these forests in the shape in which they were originally 
created, by proclamati-on of the President. It often happens, 
of course, that the same forest will occupy sections of two dif
"fe:rent States, or one part of a forest may be remote from an
other part, separated by a range of mountains difficult at all 
times :md sometimes impossible to cross. It seemed to your 
committee to be obviously in the interest of economy and effi
ciency that the Secretary should be allowed to dtr-ide the forests 
for the purpo-se named. 

Another limitation directs ""that "hereafter permits for r;ower 
plants within national forests may be made irrevocable, ex
cept for breach of condition, for a term not exceeding fifty 
years. At present any -permit of this character is revocable at 
the will of the Secretary of Agriculture. Your committee b-elieves 
there is a good deal of justiee in the complaint that large in
vestments of capital will not be made and can not safely be 
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made upon so uncertain a tenure as the will of an administra
tive officer. Therefore the change suggested has been recom
mended. There are several other changes recommended in 

. this paragraph, but they are of minor importance and can be 
sufficiently discussed when we come to consider the bill under 
the five-minute rule. 

I do not wish to dismiss the Bureau of Forestry, however, 
.without at least a few words of comment upon the splendid 
work this Bureau is doing and upon the broad, beneficent, and 
statesmanlike policy that it is so effectively carrying forward. 

That our timber supply was Yapldly disappearjng and that 
something must be done if what remained of the forested area 
of our public domain was not soon to pass for a song into pri
vate hands, was first recognized by Congress in 1891, when an 
act was passed authorizing the President to set apart forest re
serves, or "national forests," as they are now called. The first 
forests were created by President Harrison, and his example 
has been followed by his successors, until now the total area 
within our national forests has reached the imposing aggregate 
of 164,000,000 acres, an area equal to all of the States of the 
Union east of the Ohio River and north of North Carolina, equal 
in extent to the whole German Empire, with Switzerland, the 
Netherlands, and Denmark thrown in; a princely domain, in
deed. And yet there is no thoughtful and informed American 
citizen who does not regret that the policy could not have been 
inaugurated a hundred years before it was and the protecting 
arm of the Federal Government thrown about the once splendid 
hard-wood forests of our Eastern mountains as it has been 
about what remains of the stately spruce and pine that clothe 
the slopes of the Rockies. 

Very naturally, but very unfortunately, in the beginning, and 
for fourteen years afterwards, these forests were put 
under the charge of the General Land Office. I say very 
unfortunately, because that office was organized to sell the 
public domain and not to use it. The mistake was cor
rected in 1{)05, when an act was passed transferring these 
forests to the Department of Agriculture. The wisdom of that 
transfer was made immediately apparent by the figures on our 
national balance sheet. During 1905, the last year the forests 
were administered by the Land Office, the total receipts from 
the sale of timber, grazing privileges, etc., amounted to 
$73,276.15. In the very next year, the first year they were ad
ministered by the Department of Agriculture, the receipts from 
the same purposes jumped to the sum of $767,219.96. That was 
in 1906. During the fiscal year of 1907, the total receipts from 
the forests were $1,571,059.44; and it is estimated that the re
ceipts this year will not fall below $2,000,000. 

l\fr. BONYNGE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question at this point? 

l\1r. SCOTT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BONYNGE. Is it to be the policy of the Forestry 

Bureau to make the national forests revenue-producing? 
Mr. SCOTT. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. BONYNGE. And it is the policy of the Bureau that the 

forests are maintained for the purpose of ¥laking revenue by 
the National Government out of the development of the re
sources of the forests? 

.Mr. SCOTT. They are not maintained for the purpose of 
making revenue, but the revenue comes incidentally, and ought 
not, it eems to the committee, to be refused and turned aside. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Will the gentleman state to what extent 
the Government has now gone into the lumber business and 
how much timber was sold during the past year by the Na
tional Government? 

Mr. SCOTT. I just stated that the. total receipts during the 
fiscal year, 1907, were $1,571,059.44 . • 

Jllr. BONYNGE. How much was derived from the sale of 
timber? 
_ Mr. SCOTT. I take from the "Hearings," page 289, the fol
lowing: 
Summary of receipts from the national forests in the United States tor 

the fiscal year July 1, 1906, to June 30, 1907. 
Timber sales--------------------------------------- $602, 565. 42 
Timber settlements---------------------------------- 17, 811. 25 
Timber trespass------------------------------------ 66,436.45 

~~~~fuses======================================= 
8

~g:~~g:g6 
Total--------------------------------------- 1,571,059.44 

1\Ir. DRISCOLL. This bill car-ries an appropriation for the 
forest service nearly $1,400,000 larger than the last year's ap
propriation, does it not? 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes. 
1\Ir. DRISCOLL. Is that $1,400,000 received from the forest 

reserve in one way or another a part of this, or is that ex
pended in a dition to this large appropriation? 

Mr. SCOTT. When the forests were transferred from the 
General Land Office in 1905 to the Department of Agriculture 
that act contained a proviso that all the revenue received from 
the forests should go into a revolving fund, to be e:'i::pended by 
the Forestry Bureau without direct appropriation by Congress. 
The last session of the last Congress, however, changed that 
law, and provided that the money received from the use of the 
forests should be covered as a miscellaneous receipt into the 
Treasury, to be appropriated out in the way that any other 
money in the Treasury is appropriated. 

But before that law took effect there had accumulated in thia 
revolving fund provided for under the former act $1,020,000 
that was available for the use of the Bureau during the current 
fiscal year. No money will be available from such source dur
ing the coming fiscal year, consequently we are obliged in this 
bill to appropriate a sufficient amount to make up for the dif
ference. 

l\Ir. DRISCOLL. And that accounts for the large appropria-
tion? · 

Mr. SCOTT. That accounts for the large appropriation. I 
may say that during the current year the appropriation for 
salaries and expenses was $1,900,000; but in addition to that 
the Bureau had the use of $1,020,000 left over from the revolv
ing fund, making the total available for this year $2,920.000. 
There is allowed in this bill for that same purpose $3,2DG,200, 
an apparent increase of $376,200; but as a matter of fact. if 
the old system bad continued and we -could use this year all 
the revenues of the forests, the appropriation carried in the 
present bill for this Bureau, instead of showing an increase 
over last year, would show an actual decrease of $604,300. 

It is true, as the gentleman from Colorado has suggested, that 
there has been a great deal of opposition to the forest policy, 
and it is very natur!t-1 that there should be such opposition. Men 
quickly and naturally and easily come to consider a privilege, 
in the exercise of which they have not been disturbed, as a 
vested right. And so the men who had been grazing their 
flocks and herds upon the thousand hills of the public domain, · 
without money and without price, complained bitterly at first 
when they were asked to pay a fee for the privilege. The m_en 
who had been going into the public forests, not only with ax 
and saw, but with ax and sawmill, and taking what they wanted 
for the cost of the taking, felt as if their constitutional rights 
were being invaded when they were told that the trees they cut 
would be scaled and a price would be charged for the lumber 
they yielded. It is natural, I say, that in the beginning there 
should have been opposition to this policy. 

But fortunately that opposition has for the most part disap
peared. In the first place the proposition which met the oppo
nents, namely, that the property of all of the people ought not to 
be monopolized by a few of the people, sounded rather too much 
like an axiom to be seriously disputed. In the second place 
it was quickly demonstrated that even the interests of those 
who had been using the forests free of charge were enhanced 
by the regulations which fbllowed the imposition of the charge. 
The wars between the cattle men and the sheep men, which 
for years had taken their annual toll of human life, became a 
thing of the past, and peace came to the ranges. The ranges 
themselves, relieved of overgrazing, rapidly regained their old 
luxuriance, so that the stock fed upon them comes through the 
season now in so much better condition than formerly that the 
"difference practically offsets the moderate fee that is charged. 
If I cared to take the time of the committee, therefore, I cou1d 
quote whole pages of resolutions and other evidences of public 
sentiment, to show that those who most bitterly opposed the 
.policy in the beginning are now among its firmest friends. 

The Bureau of Chemistry, which comes next in order in this 
bill, was brought into a position of the very first importance by 
the pas~age of the food and drug act. It is probably safe to 
say that no legislation of recent years has been so far-reaching, 
so radical in its character, and, I may add, so salut.:'lry in its 
effect as the statute commonly known as the "pure-food law." 
It was international in its scope, for it barred from our markets 
all food and drugs, no matter from what country they came, J 
which did not meet the requirements the law laid down. It was 
revolutionary in its character, because it entered a field which 
has heretofore not been touched by Federal legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\Ir. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to be 

allowed to conclude my remarks. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 

to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. ' 
Mr. SCOTT. This legislation, as I was saying, is not only 

international in its scope, but it is revolutionary in its char-
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acter. For the first time in our history the Goyernment of the 
United States has laid its hands on the manufacturers of foods 
and drugs and has sa id to them, ·"You shall not adulterate or 
misbrand of short weight your goods." It has been in effect a 
reenactment by the Congress of the United States of the primal 
commandment, " Thou shalt not t>te.al, or lie, or cheat." The 
enforcement of such an act necessarily imposed upon the Bu
reau responsible for it an enormous amount of work and a 
heavy responsibility. First of all, the men were to be found
specialists in foods, specialists in drugs, trained chemists, 
trained microscopists, trained business men; then laboratories 
were to be established and equipped at all the ports of entry 
and in all the great commercial centers. All this was prelim
inary, the mere getting ready. And then followed the cease
less vigilance which stood guard nt every seaport to see that 
the foreigner did not evade the law and which inspected every 
domestic market to make sure that our own people obeyed it. 
And all the time the law was to be interpreted--day by day a 
score or a hundred cases coming ·up to demand a ruling-to 
determine whether they fell within the law or outside of it. 

It was a coloSMI task that was suddenly imposed upon this 
Bureau, and that it has been so well performed stands yastly 
to the credit of the great Secretary, whose strength seems equal 
to any draft made upon it, and to the able and tireless Chief 
of the Bureau, Dr. H. W. Wiley. It has not been enforced 
without some friction-that goes with the saying. Hundreds of 
cases of adulterated goods have been seized, hundreds of foreign 
inYoices have been ordered reshipped, und innumerable bitter 
protests ha ye been made against the rulings of the Department, 
particularly touching the use of preservatives and the correct
ness of labels. But in view of the vast sweep of the new law 
and its radical and revolutionary character it is a remarkable 
and, to my mind, a most gratifying fact that thus far it has 
been found necessary to institute criminal prosecutions in but 
F:e-venteen cases. There is but one inference to be drawn from 
this fact, and that is that the great body of men engaged in the 
pi·eparation and manufacture of foods and drugs are honest 
men who sincerely desire to obey the law. Indeed, it is only 
through the cordial support and cooperation of these honest 
men that anything like an effectual enforcement of a law of 
this character is at all possible. 

I said there had been many protests against the rulings of the 
Department touching certain matters. Most of these have been 
amicably adjusted. In some cases, however, the interests in
volved are so great and the differences of opinion so funda
mental that an appeal has been taken to the courts. In order 
to avoid this necessity so far as possible in the future, the Sec
retary has recently appointed a special board -of referees con
sisting of Dr. Ira Remsen, president of .Johns Hopkins Uni
Yersity, Baltimore, Md., chairman; Prof. Russell H. Chittenden, 
Yale University, New Hayen, Conn.; Dr. C. A. Herter, College 
of Physicians and Surgeons, New York; Dr. Alonzo E. Taylor, 
University of California, Berkeley, Cal., and Prof . .John H. 
Long, Northwestern University, Chicago, Ill.; a very distin
guished board, indeed, to which will be referred in the future 
questions calling for purely technical and scientific determina
tion upon which the rulings of the Department have been ex
cepted to by the parties in interest. 

On the whole, therefore, I am glad to be able to report that 
the enforcement -of this law is proceeding smoothly and effeet
iYely, and as the meaning of the law becomes settled, as the 
manufacturers and the Department come together on defini
tions, the situation will steadily improve until, like the great 
body of our laws, it will be enforced and obeyed as a matter of 
course. 

It will be perhaps, a matter of disappointment to some Mem
bers of the 'House to know that there is no apparent increase 
in the Bureau of Soils. 

Mr. LA \VRENCE. Before the gentleman lea yes the Bureau 
·of Chemistry, will he allow me a question? 

.Mr. SCOTT. I will yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. LA. WREXCE. I notice the report says that there is an 

increase of $75,000 allowed for the general expenses of the 
Bureau. Can the gentleman tell us what the nature of the ex
pense or the increase is, and is it in the employment of addi
tional officials? 

1\Ir. SCOTT. Most of that increase was allowed in order to 
more effectively enforce the pure-food law. There a.re now yast 
sections of the country in which there are practically no agents 
of the Department, and the Secretary desires Yery much to 
cover those sections of the country, so as to get a more effective 
enforcement of the law. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Did the committee grant as much as the 
Secretary asked? 

Mr. SCOTT. No; the Secretary asked for an increase of 
$100,000, and the coiDJllittee allowed an increase of $75,000, 
about $50,000 of which it is expected by the committee will be 
used in extending the pure-food inspection and $25,000 in carry
ing forward other work of the Bureau. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. In Yiew of the importance of the work, I 
think the increase is very reasonable. 

Mr. SCOTT. I am glad to hear the gentleman express that 
opinion. 

I was saying that there might be disappointment on the part 
of many Members of the House when it was noted that there 
has been no apparent increase in the appropriation for the 
Bureau of Soils. I hope, however, that when the Members 
understand the real situation in regard to that Bureau and its 
relation to the other bureaus of the Department, they will 
approve of the action of your committee. 

It is no doubt true, as the Chief of this Bureau has said in 
his annual report, that there is a widespread demand for soil 
surveys. But it is the belief of your committee that tbJ_s de
mand comes for the most part from those who misapprehend. 
the real meaning of a soil survey and who would be disap
pointed if their requests were granted. In briefest possible 
terms, a soil survey is such a study of a given area as will de
termine the type or types of soils comprised within it. As a 
result of this study, a map is made showing the extent and loca
tion of the Yat~ious soils, and a report is printed describing the 
peculiar characteristics of the different soil types, and suggest
ing the crops especially adapted to each one. I have always 
been of. the opinion, if I may be pardoned a personal reference, 
that the ayerage farmer could not make head nor tail of one of 
these soil survey maps, or get any practical, usable information 
out of the report that accompanied it. But I have never been 
able to ·get anybody to agree with me in that opinion-until this 
year. 

This year the gentleman from Alabama [1\Ir. UNDERWOOD], 
appearing b~fore the Committee on Agriculture to present a 
petition numerously signed by Members of the House for a 
large increase in the appropriation for this Bureau, gave it as 
his opinion that a soil suryey was absolutely without value 
unless it could be followed up by experts to tell the people 
what it meant. There were several representatives of the 
Bureau present when that statement was made, and neither 
then nor subsequently did they dissent from it. On the con
trary, when specifically asked if they concurred in the opinion 
expressed by Mr. Ul'.TDERWOOD, they replied substantially in 
the affirmative. Indeed, they went further, and gave it as their 
opinion that even the trained, skilled, scientific agronomists in 
the other bureaus of the Department could not properly inter
pret one of these soil-survey maps; that it could only be done 
by a soil specialist. I do not cite this change of view on the 
part of the men engaged in this Bureau in any critical or un
kind spirit. They were doubtless sincere in believing in former 
years that the people could understand their work, and they 
are no doubt sincere now in believing they can not. 

Only it seems rather too bad that for nine years we have 
been making expensive surveys and publishing expensive maps, 
only to discover now that they can not be understood by the 
people they are intended to benefit. 

But now that we have made this disc-overy, what are we 
going to do about it! The Chief of the Bureau of Soils has 
himself answered that question by organizing a division of 
soil management, the work of which is described in the follow
ing language ; 

This work has for its object the investigation of cultural methods 
required to put the soil into good condition for crops, the crop rota
tion suited to different soils to maintain them in their highest degree 
<lf fertility, and the fertilizer requirements of soils by ~reenhouse and 
1i.eld methods as an aid in maintaining the fertility of the soil; the 
e!Iect of di!Ierent fertilizer constituents and their varying propor
tions in combinations upon different soils and difl'erent crops. This 
work involves a study of the field, of the best systems of soil man
agement, and of crop adaptation In some of the important agricultural 
districts of the country, with a view to obtaining from the experience 
of farmers themselves a better understanding of the best methods of 
soil management. The object is to disseminate the information so 
gathered among the people. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman state from what he 
read? 

1\Ir. SCOTT. I was reading from one of the project sheets 
of the Bureau of Soils. 

Now, that is an eminently sensible proposal, and it is too bad 
the Bureau of Soils could not haYe realized many years a.gu the 
importance and ntlue of it. But the trouble with it now is 
that it exactly duplicates work that is already being done, >ery 
successfully done, by another bureau of the Department. Sev
eral years ago the Bureau of Plant Industry organized ·.vhat 
is known as the Division of Farm Management, and that diYi-
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sion has been most energetically and effectively "studying in 
the field. the best sy8tems of soil management and of crop 
adaptation, with a view to obtaining from the experience of 
farmers themselves a better understanding of the best method 
of soil management." Exactly the work, you see, which the 
Bureau of Soils now proposes to do. 

Your committee does not believe, and I think the House will 
not belie-re, that there should be built up in two bureaus of 
the same Department two great, expensive divisions to co-rer 
almost identically the same ground. We belie>e the work ought 
to be done, but we belieYe it ought to be done in the bureau 
wh€1·e it is already successfully under way, and which seems 
to be peculiarly qualified to do it. Your committee, therefore, 
has declined to recommend the largely increased appropriation 
which was asked for by the Bureau of Soils for this work. 
The appropriation we ha-re recommended, while apparently the 
same as for the current year, as a matter of fact is $38,000 
larger, because that amount will be expended this year for 
work the continuation of which the committee has declined to 

· ant:!:crize, and we believe that the funds carried in this bill 
will be ample to enable the Bureau to carry forward all the 
work in Its legitimate field which can be profitably done. 

.Mr. PERKIKS. As I understood the gentleman's statement, 
it is his opinion that on the whole the work done in these soil 
surveys has not been wholly satisfactory or very valuable. 

1\lr. SCOTT. Yes; that is my opinion. 
1\Ir. PERKINS. I intended to ask whether that was the gen

tl~;man's opinion a little further back. Now, I understand it is, 
becau e I had occasion a year or two ago to submit to a very 
intelligent body of men having to do with crops and agricul
ture in n. large way a proposition in which I stated I could 
obtain a soil suney in certain portions of my State, which I 
supposed they would welcome gladly. I was surprised, how
ever, to ha-re them write me that they did not regard it as of 
special -ralue, and did not care to have tQ.e soil surveyed in the 
counties I had indicated. They seemed to have reached the 
same conclusion which the gentleman in charge of the bill has, 
that the soil sur-reys are not of very much practical value. 

1\lr. SCOTT. I think they are ef almost no practical value, 
as I ha>e said, unless followed by experts who can tell what 
the:v mean. I do believe, however, that .some of the work of 
the~ soil s•Jr>ey has been made -valuable after being followed up 
in the way I ha-re stated. 

1\Ir. DWIGHT. Does this appropriation bill carry money 
·enough to follow up the line of work? 

1\Ir. SCOTT. It does. 
:Mr. DWIGHT. It is $170,000--
Mr. SCOTT. I should like to say at this point that the action 

of the committee in respect to this Bureau met with the entire 
appro-ral of the Secretary of Agriculture, and there is an under
standing with him that the demonstration work which the Bu
reau of Soils has started shall be carried forward through the 
division in which it properly belongs, so the work will not stop. 

1\Ir. DOUGLAS. I just want to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill what is left then for that Bureau of Soils to do 1 
If you will permit me, I want to testify to the extreme -value 
of the work that has been done along that line by the Bureau 
"of Plant Industry. I do not think it can be overstated, because 
my business and my home are in the neighborhood where that 
is appreciated highly. I would like to know, as a matter of 
administration, what is left for the Bureau of Soils distinct-
ively to do? • 

Mr. SCOTT. The Bureau of Soils is left to do all the work 
which in the past it has legitimately done. It came before the 
committee this year asking for the insertion of new language 
in this bill to allow it to go ahead and do the demonstration 
work to which I have referred, but the committee thought that 
the work ought to be done by the Bureau where it is already 
organized and under way, and therefore refused to admit new 
language. But it did not change the old language, so that an 
the work which the Bureau has been able to do legitimately in 
the past years it can still continue to do. 

l\Ir. DOUGLAS. I ha-ve never been able to find out what that 
was. 

l\lr. SCOTT. I could explain to the gentleman, but it would 
take a long time and I am sure he will not ask me to do it at 
this stage of the discussion. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I think it would be interesting if the gentle
man will state more fully just what he means by carrying out 
this work of the Bureau of Soils beyond the survey and map 
and the I"eport that goes with the map. 

1\Ir. SCOTT. Well, as briefly as I can I will use as an 
illustration a sur-rey that was made in Florida, where an area 
was found, which, according to the judgment of the Bureau of 
Soils, was admirably adapted to growing tobacco. It had been 

used heretofore for other crops, and in order to demonstrate 
that it was suitable for tobacco they have planted tobacco 
upon it. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. The Government or the men? 
1\fr. SCOTT. The Bureau of Soils had tobacco planted there 

under the direction of its own employees. It is now going for
ward to grow tobacco in order to demonstrate that the soil is 
adapted to the purpose for which its suney declared it to be. 

1\Ir. DRISCOLL. Of course it is not possible for the Bureau 
of Soils to have enough money to do that with all surveys or 
maps, because that would require experiment stations all 
through the country to do that class of work. 

1\Ir. SCOTT. I may say to the members of the committee, 
who do me the honor to remain here and seem to be interested 
in this discussion, that it is the judgment of the committee, 
which I think is shared now by the Secretary, that the Bu
reau of Soils should devote itself hereafter to what might be 
called a "regional" suney of the country. Up to this time 

. these surveys have been made here and there and everywhere, 
yielding practically to the greatest pressure upon the Chief of 
the Bureau. They have been made in accordance with no fixed 
plan or after any settled system . 

I belie>e it would be a good idea if they should take, for in
stance, the Appalachian Mountains system and survey it from 
north to south, making a systematic survey, determining, if they 
are able to do it, what fruits or crops are best adapted to the 
>arious soils located in that region. I believe it would be a 
good ide.:'l for them to take the semiarid strip of country from 
Canada down this side of the mountains as far as Texas, and 
make a regional survey of that section. That is the class of 
work which we hope to see the Bureau doing in the future. 

In the Bureau of Entomology the only important change sug
gested has been the elimination of the language under which, in 
former years, work had been done in the hope of developing the 
silk industry. We have been trying for a long time to grow 
silk in this country. As far back as 1622 King James the First 
offered premiums for the breeding of silk worms in Virginia. A 
little over a century later a parcel of Government ground in 
Georgia was allotted for growing mulberry trees in aid of silk 
culture. In 1748 Parliament put a premium on silk culture in 
the colonies, and in 1766 the South Carolina assembly >Oted a 
thousand pounds· for the establishment of a silk filature in 
Charleston. Benjamin Franklin, while acting as the agent of 
PennsylYania in England, sent home silkworm eggs and mul
berry cuttings to start silk growing. At different times in differ
ent places and in many different ways during the next hundred 
yea1~s the effort was made to introduce the industry into this 
country. Along in the early eighties Congress started in vigor
ously upon the subject, making an appropriation of $15,000 to 
promote silk culture. This was raised a year or two later to 
$30,000. Later it was dropped to $10,000, and for the past few 
years a sum ranging between that and $5,000 has been annually 
expended by the Department for that purpose. But out of all 
these efforts and experiments nothing practical has come. The 
Department estimates that throughout the entire country during 
the past year less than $1,000 worth of cocoons were produced. 
It does not seem to your committee worth while to continue to 
spend from $5,000 to $10,000 a year to promote an industry which, 
after nearly three hundred years of effort, has not been able to 
reach an annual product in excess of $1,000. The committee 
recommends, . therefore, that the authority for further expendi
ture be withdrawn. When the time comes in the United States, 
and Hea-ven send it may never come, when a large prop~rtion of 
our population are forced to work for a daily wage of 25 cents, 
the silk industry can doubtless be established, but not before 
then. 

l\Ir. BURGESS. Will the gentleman permit me a minute? I 
am very much interested in what he has said about this soil
survey matter. Before he gets away from that I would like 
to see if I understand correctly what the situation is now. 
There is no change in this bill in that Bureau? 

Mr. SCOTT. Absolutely the language of the bill remains-
Mr. BURGESS. Does it carry an appropriation for the con

tinuance of their work as heretofore done? 
l\fr. SCOTT. They will have, as I stated a few moments ago, 

as a matter of fact, $38,000 more for their legitimate work 
than they have this year, for the reason that they are spending 
$38,000 this year for this demonstration work which next year 
will be done in another bureau. 

l\Ir. BURGESS. And the provision is to carry out the dis
semination of this rna tter that they gather, in these rna ps, and 
so forth? 

l\fr. DRISCOLL. As a matter of fact, most of the experi
mental work now is in reference to tobacco. I mean where 
they practically try out these soils. 
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Mr. SCOTT. Yes; they are doing more work in tobacco than 

in anything else. 
Mr: DRISCOLL. Is there anything in this appropriation to 

continue the experimental work? 
.Mr. SCOTT. The work in tobacco, with the exception of per

haps one or two small areas, has already been turned over to 
the Bureau of Plant Indush·y, and it will be carried forward 
as in former years. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I understand the chair
man to say that the work they have to do with the $38,000 next 
year would be confined to legitimate business of the Bureau. 
Unfortunately for me, I was not present when the gentleman 
explained this partieular feature of the bill. Do I. understand 
by that that there will be no further appropriation for the 
utilization work of this Bureau? 

Mr. SCOTT. I have already stated-and I will be glad if 
the gentleman would do me the honor to look up my remarks in 
the RECORD to-morrow, where he will see it explained fully
! have already stated that the demonsh·ation work, the utiliza
tion work, which the Bureau of Soils has started in various 
sections of the country will be carried forward by the Bureau 
of Plant Industry. 

:M:r. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Now, will the chairman 
tell us under what section of this bill the Bureau of Plant In
dustry has any authority to do this work? 

Mr. SCOTT. Oh, it has already been doing the work for 
many years, and its authority is not questioned. You will 
find the language fully authorizes this Bureau to carry infer
rna tion to the people by means of demonstration work, as well 
as in other ways. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I do not want to be un
derstood as questioning · the authority. I was simply asking 
for the information. I am very anxious that the work go for
ward, and it is immaterial to me which bureau carries it for
ward. 

Mr. SCOTT. I share the gentleman's interest in having this 
work go forward, and I wish to assure him the committee had 
it clearly understood that this should be done before making any 
change in this bill. 

It will be remembered that the last agricultural appropria
tion bill contained a paragraph directing the Secretary to re
port to this Congress whether or not the Bureau of Biology 
was doing work ~hich is duplicated by the Government and 
which is of real economic value. That report has been made 
and is available for all who wish to consult it. In the opinion 
of your committee it demonstrates clearly that the work of 
the Bureau is not a duplication of any being done elsewhere 
and that it is of direct and very great value to agriculture. 
For one thing, this Bureau is charged with the enforcement of 
the law prohibiting the introduction into the United States of 
diseased or injurious birds and mammals-a very important 
function. It is also responsible for enforcing the Lacey Act for 
the protection of game. 

But in addition to these administrative functions, the work 
which the Bureau has done in acquiring and publishing in
formation as to the birds 'and mammals which are beneficial 
and those which are injurious, the influence it has exerted in 
protecttng the beneficial varieties, and the methods it has de
vised for exterminating those which are injurious, is undoubt
edly of very great practical value. Your committee has there
fore not only given the Bureau a place in the bill, but has rec
ommended a moderate increase in its appropriation. 

The work of the Division of Accounts and Disbursements, of 
the Division of Publications, of the Bureau of Statistics, and 
the library necessariJy is of the same character from year to 
year, and calls for no special comment, except to remark that 
the moderate increases recommended in their respective appro
priations are only such as in the judgment of your committee 
were warranted by the general growth of the Department. 

Under the head of contingent expenses we have included an 
item of $25,000 for the purpose of installing a power plant at 
the new Agricultural Department building. This estimate 
comes to us in the way prescribed by law, by the recommenda
tion of the Secretary of Agriculture, and upon the assurance of 
the Secretary of the Treasury that the power which it is sought 
to create can not be obtained as cheaply from any other source; 
and I hope the item will be permitted to remain in the bill. 

Under the Office of Experiment Stations your committee has 
dii'ected that not to exceed $5,000 be expended to establish and 
maintain an experiment station on the Island of Guam. This 
tiny and remote island came into our hands, as everybody 
knows, by virtue of the treaty with Spain. It is said to be ex
tremely fertile, and the native population, about 9,000 souls, is 
reputed to be peace loving, intelligent, and industrious. Cer
tain it is that the people have never given us any trouble, and 
perhaps for that reason we have neglected them. 

I 
One of the Commissioners from the Philippines, who was 

quartered there for two years as a prisoner of war, tells me 
that the only agricultural implements they have are the rude 
hoes which they have fashioned from the gun barrels left there 
by the Spaniards. They have )lot exactly beaten their spears 
into pruning hooks and their swords into plowshares, but they 
have come as near to it as their raw material would admit. 
Before the American occupation the chief food supply of the 
island came from the cocoanut trees; but by our carelessness 
some diseased trees were introduced, and the disease is spread
ing to the native groves with a rapidity that threatens their 
total destruction. It is certainly " up to us"· to h·y to do some
thing to at least offset the calamity we have brought upon the 
people of this lonely and far-a way island, and the $5,000 carried 
in this bill for their benefit will at least make a beginning. 

A year ago it was decided to discontinue the nutrition work 
that was being done in Connecticut at the expense of the De
partment, and an appropriation of $5,000 was made to defray 
the expense of closing up the laboratory there and bringing the 
machinery it contained to 1Washington. Only $2,000 of that 
amount was expended for this purpose, and the present bill 
recommends that the remaining $3,000 be expended in setting 
up the apparatus and preparing for publication the results 
already obtained. 

Mr. GRAFF. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 
1\Ir. SCOTT. Certainly. 
Mr. GRAFF. I have taken some interest in looking up the 

progress of the investigation of the Department of Agriculture 
as to new material for the manufacture of paper. Will the 
gentleman be kind enough to state how far that investigation 
has progressed and whether there has been any material result 
or promise of result? 

Mr. SCOTT. I will state to my friend from Illinois that this 
bill, for the first time, carries authority to make the investiga
tions to which he refers. They have not been undertaken-at 
least not in any systematic way-up to this time. 

Mr. GRAFF. I understood they had made some investiga
tion, but not to any large extent. 

Mr. SCOTT. Nothing upon which any report has been made. 
It is a matter of common knowledge that our supply of spruce 
and fir trees, from which practically all the print paper now in 
use in this country is made, is rapidly becoming exhausted. It 
is hard to imagine any single agricultural discovery which 
would begin to equal in importance to the whole ·counh·y the 
discovery of a plant from which paper could be cheaply and 
easily made. Your committee felt fully warranted, therefore, in 
placing $10,000 at the disposal of the Secretary in order that 
the search might begin. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a mo
ment? 

Mr. SCOTT. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi with 
pleasure. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Toward what material do the investiga
tions seem to point? 

Mr. SCOTT. As I said to the gentleman from Illinois, the 
investigations have not proceeded far enough for them to have 
made a report. They expect to study various fibers-flax fiber, 
cornstalk fiber, and perhaps some grasses from the Philip
pines-but the work has not yet really begun. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I asked the gentleman the question be
cause, having the utmost confidence in the soundness of his judg
ment, I wanted to know if he thought it would be easier to get 
cheap paper that way, to wit, by expending the money of the 
Government in experiments in some new paper material rather 
than simply to put wood pulp and print paper on the free list 
now. 

Mr. SCOTT. I am sure my distin~ished friend the Senator
1 

from Mississippi [laughter]--
Mr. WILLIAMS. Not Senator yet. 
Mr. SCOTT. Does not expect me to enter into a tariff de

bate at this time. I might say, in just a few words, that if he 
could convince me that the tariff on wood pulp and paper, which 
has remained the same for the past ten years, is wholly re
sponsible for the great advance in the price of paper that has 
taken place during that time, I perhaps would be willing--

1\fr. WILLIAMS. Supposing I could convince you that it is 
partially responsible, would not that have the same effect? 

1\:fr. SCOTT. If the gentleman could convince me to that 
effect I would be greatly interested in discussing that question 
when it is t>roperly before the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Until that, then, your idea is to make the 
consumers of paper, virtually all the people, pay the American 
cost of paper, the duty added, and then spend more money 
of the Government, contributed by the people, in trying to find 
out something else out of which paper can be made? 

Mr. SCOTT. Until then and after then I am of the opinion . 
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that if we could by the expenditure of $10,000 a year for a 
few years find some material besides the trees which grow 
in our forests out of which paper could be made the expendi
ture would be amply justified. 

Ur. WILLIAl\IS. I will state that I had another reason 
for asking the gentleman these. questions. I am v-ery much in
terested in some recent literatme upon the subject of making 
paper out of cotton stalks. I think you can not make paper 
out of cotton stalks as well or as cheaply as out of the things 
you now make it of, and still I thought perhaps it was an 
insidious effort of the Republican party to bribe the cotton 
raisers by the hope of an opportunity of developing a new 
industry. [Laughter.] 

.1\lr. SCOTT. The gentleman is no doubt fully warranted in 
that suspicion. [Laughter.] · 

I desire now, .1\lr. Chairman, to call the attention of the com
mittee to the two emergency appropriations carried in this bill. 

Two years ago, in response to a most urgent appeal, the Con
gress authorized an appropriation of $82,500 to enable the Secre
tary of Agriculture to enter into cooperation with the different 
States for the purpose of preventing the further spread of the 
gypsy and brown-tail moths, which were ravaging the groves 
and forests of the New England States. The work was under
taken and the results were so encouraging that Congress last 
year increased the appropriation to $150,000. This year, upon 
the earnest appeal of the representatives on this floor from the 
States concerned, your committee has recommended that the 
appropriation be increased to $250,000. This is a very large 
sum of money; but the emergency is very great. Those best 
qualified to know assure us that practically the whole forest 
area of all the New England States is threatened,_ and the loss, 
if the ravages of these pests can not be prevented, will be in
calculable. 

The local appreciation of the gravity of the danger is shown 
by the fact that the State of Massachusetts alone expended 
more than a million dollars by legislative appropriation before 
coming to the General Government for aid, while other Stutes 
have also expended generous sums. Your committee felt, there
fore, that any reasonable appropriation would be but a bagatelle 
if it should result in preventing the further spread of these 
devastating pests. The work has been done under direction of 
the Bureau of Entomology, and has followed two general lines, 
one the introduction of parasites and one the actual physical 
destruction of the insects. In certain parts of Europe where 
the gypsy moth has always existed it has been kept in check 
by certain parasites. During the past two years forty varieties 
of these parasites have been brought over here, and the ento
mologists are certain that some of them at least have become 
acclimated and will give a good account of themselves. It is 
through the activity of these natural enemies that the ultimate 
control of the moth must be obtained. 

In the meantime it is highly important that they should be 
prevented as far as possible from spreading, and it is in that 
work that the greater part of the money heretofore appropri
ated has been expended. The results, as reported to your com
mittee, have been very encouraging indeed. Those engaged in 
the work, however, and those who have observed it are of the 
opinion that a large sum spent within the next year or two 
will bring vastly better results than the same sum extended 
over a longer period, and the amount carried in the bill is 
therefore recommended. 

The second emergency appropriation carried in the bill is that 
for the eradication of what is commonly known as the Texas 
cattle tick, the parasite which transmits the Texas fever. This 
item first appeared in the bill two years ago, the same time as 
that for the extermination of the gypsy moth, and for the same 
amount, $82,500. The amount was increased last year, as 
the gypsy moth appropriation was, to $150,000, and in this bill 
both of them are again brought to the same amount. 

But while the two appropriations from the beginning have 
been twins, the problems they represent are very different. The 
gypsy moth is a foreigner, but recently introduced and spread
ing with alarming rapidity. The cattle tick is a native and has 
been long a subject of quarantine. One represents what might 
be called an acute attack, while the other is a chronic case. 
The Texas tick is responsible for the quarantine line which 
for nearly twenty years has stretched across our country from 
one ocean to the other. The annual cost of maintaining this 
line to the different States and to the nation can hnrdly be 
less than half a million dollars. But that is the smallest item 
of the loss inflicted upon the country by the cattle tick. The 
presence of the tick depreciates the price of every head of 
cattle below the quarantine line, while it deprives the Northern 
States of the market they would otherwise find in the South 
for their high-grade stock. The loss to the North can not be 

even guessed at, but careful men have assured us that the 
annual loss suffered by the States south of the line can not 
be less than $40,000,000. 

If this estimate is even approximately correct, it needs no 
argument to justify a most liberal appropriation from the Fed
eral Treasury to combat the pest that inflicts such stupendous 
loss, provided it can be done with any hope of succe . Two 
years ago the committee hesitated to authorize the attem1)t, be
cause at first blush it seemed a hopeless task to attack an in
sect infesting a vast region where the climatic and other con
ditions were perfectly suited to its enormously rapid reproduc
tion. The experience of the past two years, however, has been 
highly encouraging. During that time different areas, aggre
gating 60,000 square miles, have been freed from the ticks and 
the quarantine line moved that much farther southward. It 
will take a long while, of course-perhaps fifteen or twenty 
years-to complete the work. But there seems no doubt that 
if persisted in it can be done, and even if it takes twice the esti
mated time it will be well worth doing. Let the quarantine 
line be forced down to the Mexican border, where it belongs, 
so that cattle can be freely shipped northward or southward 
from every State in the Union, and the advantage to the whole 
country will be simply incalculable. 

I believe I have now touched upon all the features of this 
bill that seem to call for extended comment. When we come 
to consider the bill under the five-minute rule, I or other mem
bers of the committee will be glad, of course, to discuss uny 
of its details concerning which explanation may be desired. 

It would afford me a great deal of pleasure, Mr. Chairman, 
in presenting this biH to describe at length the intensely in
teresting and very valuable work that is being done by each 
one of the great bureaus of this great Department, but I do not 
wish to weary the patience of the Hpuse. Very briefly let me 
say, in closing, that of all the great Departments of our Govern
ment none has had a beginning so modest and inconspicuous as 
that of the Department of Agriculture, and, with the possible ex
ception of the . Post-Office, not one now comes into such close 
and intimate and helpful contact with so great a proportion of 
our people. 

The first direct appropriation by act of Congress for the 
benefit of agriculture in the United States was that of l\Jarch 
3, 1839, directing that the sum of $1,000 be expended by the 
Commissioner of Patents " in the collectipn of agricultural 
statistics, and for other agricultural purposes." I was a little 
curious to know just how the Commissioner expended that vast 
sum of money, so I hunted up his report for the following year, 
and this is what I found: 

The small appropriation made in 1839 for statistics and other agri
cultural purposes has limited the expenses of the Commissioner to the 
sum granted. Upward of 30,000 packages of seeds have been dis· 
tribnted during the last year, and from the gratification expressed by 
those who have received them the most favorable anticipations ru·e in· 
dulged that the effort thus made has met the cordial and thankful ac
knowledgments of the agricultural community. When the seeds col
lected in the remote parts of the globe, together with those more easily 
procured, shall arrive and be distributed, still further gratification and 
benefit may be expected. 

From which it will be seen that those of our colleagues who 
have so valiantly championed the free-seed distribution have 
been defending an ancient, if not an honorable, precedent. 

Whatever the good results may have been from the expendi
ture of this initial $1,000, Congress did not see :fit to continue 
it, and it was not until 1842 that another 1,000 was appro
priated. The language of the act remained the same, "For 
the collection of agricultural statistics and for other agricul
tural purposes." And this is the language in which all the 
subsequent appropriations were made up to 1852. By that 
time the appropriation had climbed to $5,000, and the language 
was changed to read: "For the collection of agricultural sta
tistics and for the purchase of seeds." Clea1·ly the point had 
been reached at which the Congress did not want to take the 
chances of the Commissioner of Patents placing the wrong 
interpretation upon that phrase, "other agricultural purposes." 
The language was not again materially changed until 1856, 
when $30,000 was appropriated " For the collection of agricul
tural statistics, investigations for promoting agriculture and 
rural economy, and the procurement and distribution of cuttings 
and seeds." 

In 1861 the wording of the act was broadened to provide for 
the " propagation" as well as the procurement and distribution 
of seeds, and in 1862 provision was made for the introduction 
and protection of insectivorous birds and for investigations to 
test the practicability of preparing flax and hemp as a sub
stitute for cotton-this last to be considered, I presume, as a 
sort of war measure. 

By this time an Agricultural Division had been organized in 
the Department of the Interior, consisting of 9 persons, under 
tke immediate direction of the Commissioner of Patents. 
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through whom all the appropriations thus far made for agri
cultural purposes were to be expended. It was this division 
which, by act of Congress approred May 15, 1862, was with
drawn from the Interior and organized as a separate bureau, 
the chief of which was designated as the Commissioner of Agri
culture. Slowly still, but steadily, this division grew, receiv
ing m-ery year a larger appropriation and broadening every 
year the scope of its work until, in 1889, when its appropriation 
had reached the sum of $1,134,480, and the number of its em
ployees had grown to 488, it was considered worthy to be uig
nifie<l as a full-fledged Executive Department of the Government 
with a Cabinet minister at its head. 

That was but nineteen years ago, and yet in that time what 
a place this Department has made for itself in the economic and 
industrial life of this nation! I said a moment ago that with 
the possible exception of the Post-Office no other Department 
of our Government comes into such intimate contact with so 
great a proportion of our people. And is that not literally true? 

E-very morning millions of American citizens, opening their 
daily papers, glance first of all at the forecast of the day's 
weather, sent out by the Department of Agriculture, and govern 
their day's plans very largely by what they see there. Every 
day during the growing season 2,000,000 American farmers re
ceive by telephone the weather report, which shapes in large 
degree the conduct of their farming operations. At every sea
port and at every harbor of our Great Lakes the employees and 
observers of this Bureau stand guard, and the warnings that 
they give to the men who go down to the sea in ships have 
saved hundreds of lives every year and millions of dollars' 
worth of property. 

And as the Weather Bureau stands guard over the lives and 
property of the people, so the other bureaus of this great De
partment keep watch over their health and the health of their 
domestic animals. For many years the Bureau of Animal In
dustry has been waging war upon the diseases that ravage 
the flocks and herds of our Western ranges, and now it has 
set itself to lift the embargo from the Southern pastures. 
During the fiscal year 1907 nearly 6,000,000,000 pounds of 
American food products passed into the markets of the world 
unchallenged, because they bore the approving stamp of the 
Department of Agriculture, while 33,000,000 pounds of similar 
products were destroyed without protest, because that Depart-
ment declared they were unfit for human food. . 

Similar but even more far-reaching authority is exercised 
by the Bureau of Chemistry, for its agents stand in every 
market place with almost despotic power of approval or con
demnation over the foods and drugs that are offered for sale 
therein. You would seek long through the statute books of 
the nation before you would find more broad or more search
ing police powers than are yested in these two bureaus of the 
Department of Agriculture. · 

And so if time served I could take up all the bureaus of 
this great Department, one after the other, and show how they 
are extending their ceaseless activities in a thousand helpful 
ways, " promoting the interests of agriculture in the broadest 
and most comprehensive sense of that term," as the law de
clares they shall do, and thereby promoting every other interest 
in all our land. For the Department of Agriculture is the 
great productive, wealth-creating, and wealth-saving Depart
ment of our Government. 

Testifying under oath last year before a committee of this 
House the chiefs of the various bureaus of this Department 
declared it to be their deliberate judgment that the money 
value of the Deparbnent to the people during that year had not 
been less than $231,000,000. That means that for every dollar 
expended for its maintenance during that year this Department 
had paid the people back $16. It means that for every dollar 
expended upon that Department from the first paltry thousand 
dollars, away back in 1839 down to the present hour, this De
partment, in a single year, gave back three and one-half dollars. 
This is one of the Government Departments that pays. It is 
one of the Departments an appropriation for which may be 
regarded as an investment and not as an expense. 

Appreciating, therefore, the great importance of the work this 
Department is doing, your committee has given the bill, which 
is to provide for its maintenance, the most diligent and pains
taking consideration. 

Before Congress convened last December, the ranking minor
ity member of the committee [Mr. LAMB] and the present chair
man spent nearly four weeks in the Department, carefully 
studying the different bureaus and making themselves as famil
iar as possible with all their details. Beginning immediately 
after the holiday recess, the entire committee held daily hear
ings extending_ over a period of five weeks, taking up every 
item of the bill and questioning at length the Bureau offi-

cials who were responsible for the expenditure it provided. Fol
lowing the public hearings, the subcommittee devoted a week 
to the preparation of the bill, when it was again submitted to 
the full committee for final review. Whatever may be its im
perfections, therefore, the measure now before the House rep
resents the very best judgment your committee is capable of 
exercising. 

We believe it grants no dollar which is not needed by the 
public service, and we do not believe it withholds a dollar which 
the public service requires. It comes before you with a unani
mous report from the committee, every member of the commit
tee supporting every item in it, and it is respectfully submitted 
for the candid consideration of the House. [Applause.] 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Before the gentleman takes his seat I 
would like to ask him a question. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. ORA WFORD. I see that the committee has put a limi

tation on the power of the Secretary to rent or purchase road 
machines. Why was that done? 

Mr. SCOTT. Because your committee does not believe it to 
be the function of the General Government to engage in the con
struction of public roads. 

Mr. ORA WFORD. But you propose to give the Secretary the 
power to make practical investigation of the best methods of 
consb·ucting roads, and yet you limit his power to do it. 
. Mr. SCOTT. We give him the power to investigate as to the 

best method of building roads, but we do not think it is neces
sary for the Department to go out and build the roads to deter
mine the best methods any more than we believe it would be 
necessary for the agent of the Bureau of Plant Industry to 
plow the land and plant the seed himself when he goes into 
Texas or North Carolina to teach the people how to raise cot
ton in spite of the boll weevil. 

Mr. ORA WFORD. Does the Secretary of Agriculture ask 
that this be discontinued, er that the limitation be put upon 
him? 

1\fr. SCOTT. I must say that the Secretary was not con
sulted about that matter. The committee simply exercised its 
best judgment. 

Mr. ORA WFORD. In my judgment, the best and most prac
tical way of determining which is the best method of building 
a road is in the actual construction of the road. 

Mr. SCOTT. I shall be glad to discuss the matter with the 
gentleman at greater length when we come to consider the bill 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, the full and most complete and 
deeply interesting statement that we have listened to from the 
chairman of the committee must convince the House, what the 
Committee on Agriculture have known from the first day of 
the organization of that committee for the present Congress, 
that the mantle of the former worthy and indefatigable, 
earnest, and economical chairman of this committee, Mr. Wads
worth, of New York, has fallen on worthy shoulders in the 
person o:C. the gentleman from Kansas. [Applause.] He has 
well stated that this bill has been carefully and conservatively 
prepared, so much so that I do not believe it possible for the 
other branch of this Congress to add anything to its provisions. 
And so carefully has it been considered and prepared in another 
direction that I do hope it leaves no opportunity for the point 
of order fiend, if I may so describe him, to exercise his energy. 

I would not if I could, and I could not if I would, add any
thing to what has been so well said by the chairman in ex
plaining this bill. One thing must have impressed this House, 
and that is that I was right from the first in contending that 
upon this agricultural bill, so important to the House and to the 
country, the debate should not have been limited to four hours' 
discussion. Although I agreed to it, I did it because I believed 
I cou_ld borrow two hours from that side when these gentlemen 
during Lent were better engaged, and under the five-minute 
rule these impecunious friends on this side would take some
thing from under the five-minute rule. But when the splendid 
chairman of this committee has found it necessary-owing 
mostly, I think, to the interrogatories put to him-to take one
half of the time on his side, I do not see how we are to discuss 
the various measures here in the time that is left. But I do 
hope that this committee will allow the debate to run sufficient 
time to let the most of our friend's on this side have an op
portunity to express themselves. 

·I did hope to say something on one of the most important 
bills before this Agricultural Committee-the Appalachian 
chain and White Mountain bill-but I do not wish to take up 
the time. I never put anything in the RECORD that I do not 
say on the floor, and therefore I shall be debarred that 
pleasure and duty, from my view point. We- know how last 
year an appropriation of $25,000 was made to sidetrack that 



3820 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 1\f.A.RCH 24, 

measure, and how this year it has been referred to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. This will rQb the people of this 
cou!ltry of the benefits that must accrue from the bill, and 
call the previous question on the next generation of people in 
the United States. 

Now, Mr. Clla.irman. I reserve the balance of my time. and, 
with the consent of the chairman on the other side, I will 
yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 1\Ii.ssi.ssippi [Mr. 
WILLIAMS]. 

The CH.A.IRMA.N. T.he gentleman from Virginia does not 
control the time. 

Mr. ~m. Then I will reseiTe the balance of my time, 
except that I will yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
MissLsippL 

The CHAIRMAN. A member of the minority on the com
mittee has requested recognition, and the Chair will have to 
recognize him first. 

Mr. LEVER Mr. Chairman, I waive my rights to be recog
nized now. 

The CIIAIR.MAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from .Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 1\Ir. Chairman, before I make the an
nouncement for the purpose for which I rise, I want to ask 
unanimous consent to insert as a part of my remarks an ad
dress delivered by Moorfield Storey, of the State of Mn.ssa
chucetts, on "The duty of the United States toward the 
Philippine Island~.,' being a reply to a speech lately made by 
Secretary Taft. 

The CHAillMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent to print in his remarks the document indi
cated. Is th€re objection! {After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it Is so ordered. 

The document referred to is us follows: 
THD DGTY OF THE m--rTED STATEE TOWARD THE PHILIPPINE ISL£\"DS

A REPLY TO SECRETAitY T.A.FT BY Y001Ui'IELD STOREY. 
"No great civilized power has ever managed with such wisdom 

and disinterestedness the afl'am of a people committed by the accident 
of war to its hands. * * " Save only our attitude toward Cuba I 
question whether there is a brighter page in th~ annal'S of international 
dealing between the strong and the weak than the page which tells of 
our doings in the Philippines." 

It is in such modest phrase that the President eulogizes the Philip
pine policy for which he is so largely responsible, and to support this 
propo itlon and to strengthen his own claims upon the confidence of the 
American people. Secretary Taft has made his speech to the ministers 
in noston and written his elaborate report to the President. 

The attitude of these gentlemen is natural, but experience does .not 
justify tls in r'l:!lying too implicity upon the statements of officials as 
to the purposes .and success of their own administration, national or 
municipal, and we must remember that from the dawn of history the 
oppressor has always insisted that <lppression was good for the op
pr sed, and that his own acti<ln, to quote Secretary Taft's words, has 
been "altruistic." 

History is constantly re.·peating itself. In the House of Representa
tiTes hardly more than fifty years ago human slay~ry in the l.!n~ted 
States was described " as a great moral, social, political, and religious 
blessing-a blessing to the slave a.nd a blessing to the master," while 
Senator Hammond, of South Carolina, praised it as "a moral and 
humane institution, productive of the greatest political and social ad
vantages." For years the strong forces <lf the nation, the ministers, the 
lawyers, the merchants, the bankers1 the politicians, upheld it, and their 
speeches and writings were filled With evidence <lf its beneficent effects. 
These defenders of slavery were doubtless honest, but every American 
knows now how false their claims were. All admit that slavery was a 
curse to the master even more than to the slave and wonder how any 
men could e~r have thought otherwise. 

The result of all human ~rience was stated by Lincoln when he 
said: 

" These arguments that are made that the inferior s_:a~ are to be 
treated with as much allowance as they are capable of cnJoymg, that as 
much is to be done for tl:!em as their condition will allow-what are 
these arguments? They are the arguments that kings have made for 
the enslaving of the people in all ages of the world. You will find that 
all the arguments of kingcraft were always of this class; they always 
bestrode the necks of the people--not that they wanted to do it, but 
because the people were bet~r fo r being ridden.. $ * * . Turn it 
every way you will, \ hether It ea.me fr<lm the mouth of a kmg as an 
excuse for enslaving the people of his country, or from the mouth of 
men of one race as a reason for enslaving the men of another race-
It i all the same old serpent." 

Thus did the greatest leader of the Republican party characterize 
more than fifty years ago the argument which is now made by him who 
a pires to sit in Lincoln's chair. Lincoln was a true prophet when he 
said in Springfield while describing the Declar!ltion <lf Indep~nd~ce: 

" Its authors meant it to be--as, thank God, It is now provrng Itself
a stumbling block to all those who in after times might seek to turn 
a free people back into the hateful paths of despotism. They knew the 
proneness of prosperity t<l breed tyrants, and they meant w!J.en such 
should reappear in this fair iand and eommence their vocation, they 
should find left for them at least one hard nut to crack." 

Ilis words might have been spoken to-day. Secretary Taft finds the 
Declaration of Independence a stumbling block, just us Lincoln pro~l?:e
sied and we may judge bow far to rely on his statements as to ~hilip
pine conditions by examining his argument against the Declaration of 
Independence. · 

On. January 30 he said at Cleveland: 
"Since the foundation of our Government the people ot the United 

States that is the States as distinguished from the Territories, have 
been engaged in governing other people. We did it in the ease of 
Louisiana. We have done it in the case of every Territo_ry ~hat was 
subsequently admitted to the United J?tates, and we .are d?m~ It ~o-clay 
1n the case of New Mexico and Anzona. "What m prmc1ple IS the 

di:fference between. the assertion by C<>ngress <lf the right to pas.'l a law 
which shall be obeyed by men in New Mex:ic<l who have no voice 1n the 
selection or the Representatives a.nd Senators who v<lte that Jaw and 
the passing by C<>ngress of sucw a law for the Government <>f the 
Philippines or Porto Rico? * • * lf the latter is a violation of the 
Declaration of Independence, we have been violating the Declaration of 
Independence for a hundred years." 

We may almost ask if the Secretary knows what the Declaration 
says. Its words are : 

"We hold these truths to be self-evident: That aU men are created 
equal; that they are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable 
rights; that among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. 
That to secure these rights governments are instituted among men, de
riving their just powers from the consent of the governed." 

The people of the United States, beginning as a fringe of inhabitants 
on the edge of a continent, adopted a Constitution to which they con
sented. This Constitution gave to Congress control over the unoccu
pied land not belonging to any State, and in the exercise of that power 
Congress has adopted the p()licy of letting persons settle on this land 
and organize Territorial governments, and as these settlers have be
come sufficiently numerous in any region, of admitting that re..,.lon as 
a State. To this policy the people as a whole have .consented, and 
every man who has settled in a Territory has done it with knowledge 
of this policy and has consented to it. The governed in each Territory 
have consented to the g<lvernment just as the man who enlists in the 
Army consents to obey the orders of his officers. 

We acquired Louisiana. by purchase, and by the treaty bound our
selves to incorporate its inhabitants in the Union and give them all the 
rights of American citizens, and we kept this obligation faithfully and 
promptly. 

In the Philippine Islands there are some eight millions of people who 
have never consented to our Government, and whom we govern to-<lay 
simply because we were strong enough to overpower their resistance by 
force of arms. They are a people united in desiring their independence, 
and we refuse it because -we say they are unfit to govern themselves. 

Is it possible that so able a lawyer as Judge T:llt has never detected 
this difference between the cases of Arizona and the Philippines 'J I! he 
has not. what must we think of his legal acumen? 

The distinction which Judge Taft is unable to see was very clear to 
President McKinley, whom Mr. Taft was eulogizing, for he said, in 
181}0, "The government by the people * * • must rest upon the 
free consent of the governed and of all the governed," and in 1898, 
when the Spanish war broke out, he said in his message to Congress : 
" I speak not of forcible annexation, for that, under our code of morals, 
would be criminal aggr~ssion," a phrase no one would think of using to 
describe the government of New Mexiro. This speech of Secretary 
Taft at Cleveland must be remembered whenever we are weighing his 
statements. To him the Declaration .of Independence has proved tn.
deed " a stumbling block." 

When we read the Secretary's speech at Boston, :md the words of the 
President as to our dealings with the Filipinos, we wonder if the Amer
ican people have forgotten the horrors of Samar and Batangas, the ter
rible destruction of Filipino life, the burning of cities and villages, the 
practice ot reconoentration on a larger scale than was ever thought of 
by the Spaniards, the "water cure" and other tortures systematically 
employed, the misery and ruin which our con9uest brought on the 
Filipino people ! Rave they forgotten how Agumaldo was invited to 
aid us, how he was permitted to establish a government, how that gov
ernment was d~stroyed? Have they forgotten that the :first engage
ment, fought before the treaty was ratified and before we had any title 
to a foot of the Philippines, was, in the words of General Otis, 
" strictly defensive on the part <lf the insurgents and of vigorous at
tack by our forces? " Even then the F:ilipinos were already called 
"insurgents," though they were still, on Mr. Taft's theory, subjects of 
Spain. Have they forgotten that we refused even to treat with them 
after the battle; that, in the words of Mr. McKinley, we W<luld have 
"no useless parley?" Have they forgotten the massacre of Mount 
Dajo? If there is a darker chapter in the history of the dealin"s be
tween a strong and a weak people, it must be many centnrie ago. 
Secretary Taft at Grand Rapids ventured to say that .Abrah..'l.lil Lincoln 
" would have approved the Philippine policy from the beg:innin,g to the 
end." Can any man who has read Lincoln's words believe that he 
could have approved this record ot treachery and bloodshed? 

But men say, "Why revive these memories that we would fain obliter
ate 'J Because to deal with the l?roblem of the PhilipJ?ine Islands prop
erly we must never forget the history of our occupation, and when we 
are considering whether we are more fit to g<Jvern them than they are 
to govern themselves, we must remember what our representatives have 
done, and must ever keep in mind that what has happened during the 
last eight years may well happen again. The American people like to think 
themselves more capable than any other nation, but we can not settle 
this great question wisely unless we face the fa.cts. Misrepre entation 
and concealment do not hel.p us to a just decision. Secretary Taft 
fr<>m the outset of his career has never laid before the American people 
the naked truth. Were all the facts known, they would prove the 
truth of Lincoln's famous W<lrds : 

" No man is good enough to govern another without that other's 
consent. I say this is the leading principle, the sheet anchor <lf 
American republicanism." " When the white man g<Jverns himself 
that is self-government, but when he governs himself and also governs 
another man, that is more than self-government, that is despotism." 

Our course has proved that we are no excepti<ln to the rule laid 
down by .John Stuart Mill~ 

"The government of a people by itself bas a meaning and a rMiity, 
but such a thin~ as a government of one people by another does not 
and can not exist. * • • If the good of the governed is the 
proper business of a government, it ls utterly impossible that n peoJ>le 
should directly attend to it;" and unless we recognize this truth, we 
are destined to le!lrn it by bitter experience. 

It is very pleasant to read in Mr. Taft's report that "The natli>nal 
policy is to govern the Philippine Islands for the benefit and welfare and 
uplifting of the people of the islands, and gradually to extend to them, 
as they shall show themselves fit to exercise it, a greater and ~reater 
measure of popular self-government," and "that when the E Uipino 
people as a whole show themselves reasonably tit to conduct a popular 
self-government, maintaining law and order and offering equal pro
tection of the laws and civil rights to rich and poor, and desire com
plete independence of the United States, they shall be given tl." It 
is pleas..'lllt to find the President saying more explicitly that their 
" complete independence " is a goru of whlch " we desire that it be 
reached at as early a date as possible for the sake of the Fllip~s 
and for our own sake." 
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This assertion of altruistic benevolenc.;e, this declaration of a policy 

whose sole object is the advancement of the Filipinos, shows a marked 
adva nce since the day when Senator LODGE, as president of the Re
publican national convention, said in his address to the convention: 

"We muke no hypocritical pretense of being interested in the Philip
pine· solely on account of others. While we regurd the welfare of 
these people as a sacred trust, we regard the welfare of the American 
people first. We see our duty to ourselves as well as to others. We 
belle,•e in trade expansion." 

'l'he contrast shows progress in the right direction. Secretary Taft 
and the anti-imperialists are in accord as to their object. There re
main simply the questions of how to reach that ~nd und bow to decide 
when it is attained. 

Mr·. Taft's first postulate is that they are now incapable of gov
ernln;; themselves. -He uses the :ugument which Lincoln ascribes to the 
opponents of political freedom : " They said s<;>me !Den are too ign_orant 
and vicious to share in government." Agam h1story repeats 1tself. 

He sa id at Bost on, that when the war with the Filipinos began, 
"Aguinaldo had established some ~rort of government in the provinces, 
but it was an arbitrary, tyr·annical military government under the 
guise of something better, but full of a corruption quite equal to that 
which they could complain of in the Spanish times." 

Sec1·etary Taft did not reach Manila till after this government bad 
been broken up, and does noti therefore, speak from personal knowl
edge. Against his statement et us put the words of our nl?-val apd 
military commanders and of a witness, upon whom, in dealmg wtth 
such questions, two Administrations have seemed to rely, ~he Hon. 
Joan Barrett, Chief of the Bureau of South American Republics. 

Admiral Dewey, on June 27, 1898, cabled: . . . 
" In my opinion, these people are far superwr in the1r intelligence 

and more capable of self-government than the natives of Cuba, and I 
am familiar with both races." 

General Merritt, on his arrival in Paris in October, 1898, was re-
ported as saying : . 

"'£he Filipinos impress me very favorably. I think great injustice 
was done the native population. * * * They are more capable of 
self-government than, I think, the Cubans are. They are cons~dered 
to be good Catholics. They have lawyers, 9octors, and men of kindred 
professions, who stand well in the community and bear favorable com. 
parison with those other countries. They are dignified, courteous, and 
reserved.'' 

John Barrett saw the government organized by the Filipinos ln opera
tion and described it as "a government which has practically been ad
ministering the affairs of that great island [Luzon] since the American 
possession of Manila, and which is certainly better than the former 
administration. It has a properly formed cabinet and congress, the 
members of which in appearance and manner would compare favorably 
with Japanese statesmen. The congressmen, whose sessions I re
peatedly attended, conducted themselves with great decorum and 
showed a knowledge of debate and parliamentary law that would not 
compare unfavorably with the Japanese parliament. The executive pot·
tion of the government was made up of a ministrr of bright men, who 
seemed to understand their respective pos.itions,' while among Agui
naldo's advisers were " men of acknowledged ability as i.nternational 
Iaw:vers." 

Mr. Taft says in his report. "No one denies that 80 per cent of 
the Filipino people are densely ignorant * * "'·" And again, "It 
is not too much to say that knowledge of Spanish is a fairly good indi
cation whether an individual can be said to be educated." 

Aga inst this judgment let me call two witness€s who have been in 
the islands. 

Captain IIatch, of the Eighteenth Infantry, after serving for more 
than a year in the islands and being brought in contact with thou
sands of the people, said : 

" The Filipinos are Malays softened by contact with the Spaniards. 
• • * The Filipino ls essentially honest. • • * The Filipinos 
are a deeply religious people. * • • They are a temperate, sober 
people. During a year's residence among them I nevet: saw a drunken 
Filipino. They are u cleanly people. They are hospitable, and they 
are generous in their hospitality. They are not an ignorant people. 
Their intelligence and educational progress are apt to be underesti
mated because of failure to understand them. Nearly every adult can 
read and write in the Tagalo or Viscayan dialect, while the nati'ves of 
the cities and villages, in addition, can read and write the Spanish lan
guage. Moreover, most adults know something of arithmetic, geogra
phy, and history. I was surprised one day, in questioning the driver 
of rr.y quily, an ordinary poor boy of 18, to find that he bad studied 
geom E-t ry, and had made very material progress. 

" 'l'he Filipinos are not so much different from other people. Their 
cust oms, habits, hopes, and aspirations are deep seated. Their leaders 
are shrewd, bright men of much ability; the masses are earnest in 
their loyalty." 

An American Congressman, Mr. Shafroth, who visited the islands, 
said: 

" The general impression exists among many Americans that the Phil-
!rlins~Jg~oJ>~ru:i~~-sa':age.s. •A visit to th~ islands will certainly dispel 

~ When I find behind the prescription desks of the numerous drug 
stores of the islands, even when kept by Americans and Englishmen, 
Filipinos compounding medicines taken from bottles labeled in Latin ; 
when I see behind the counters of banks having large capital natives 
acting as bookkeepers and as receiving and paying tellers ; when I find 
them a s merchants and clerks in almost all lines of business, as tele
graph operators and ticket agents, conductors and en~ineers upon rail
road , and as musicians rendering upon almost all mstruments high
class music i when I am told that they alone make the observations and 
intricat e cruculations at the Manila observatory, and that prior to the 
insurrection there were 2,100 schools in. the islands and 5,000 students 
in attendance at the Manila university; when I find the better class 
living in good, substantial, and sometimes elegant houses, and manv 
of them pursuing professional occupations I can not but conclude that 
it is a vile slander to compare tbese people to the Apaches or the 
American Indians. 

"The best evidence of the ability .of the Philippine people to govern 
them elves is that they possess a large intelligent class, thoroughly 
identified in h~erest with the islands, and capable of administering 
good g-overnment. The clvll commission bas recognized this ability by 
recently adding three native members to that governing body; by ap
pointing three Filipino judges of the supreme court; by selecting about 
balf of the judges of the first instance and nearly all the governors of 
the provinces from that race, and by appointing a solicitor-general and 
many other officers from the natives. Are tbese officials not in the 

governing business, and do they not perform their work as well as the 
Americans? Is it possible that they are capable of governing because 
they were appointed by the representatives of a distant nation •t Would 
they lose that ability if elected or chosen by proper·ly constituted au
thority of their own? In the latter event they would make far better 
officers, because they would consult only the interest of their own peo
ple instead of that of a nation 7,000 miles away." 

By force of arms we destroyed Aguinaldo's government, "arbitrary, 
tyrannical, military." Instead of trying to help the Filif?inos build up 
a state, we began by destroying all that they had bmlt. Was our 
go,•ernment less tyrannical less military, less arbitrary? 

The following report of ~n. J. F. Bell, written at Christmas time in 
the yeat· 1901, answers the question : 

" I am now assembling in the neighborhood of 2,500 men who will 
be used in columns of about fifty men each. I take so large a com
mand for the purpose of thoroughly searching each ravine, valley, and 
mountain peak for insurgents and for food, expecting to destroy every
thing I find outside of towns. All able-bodied men win be killed o1· 
capttu·ea. Old men, women, and children will be sent to towns. This 
movement begins January 1, by which time I hope to have nearly all 
the food supply in the towns. These people need a thrashing, to teach 
them some good common sense; and they should have it for the good 
of ull concerned." 

And that these ruthless measures have not been discontinued is ap
parent from the following order issued May 24, 1906, by Capt. Walter 
A. Smith, senior inspector of the constabulary of Negros, to the com
manding officer of a squad consisting of fifteen or twenty men detailed 
to capture an outlaw named Isio: 

"AU country around Masasoh, Manjulja, Magtacay, and other sitios 
in that locality must be covered and everything destroyed by cutting 
doton o1· by fire. * * * All people caught in these places should be 
turned over to Lieutenant Mohler for work. * • * Have your men 
take lots of ammunition and kill everything that runs fr·om the con,
stabulary except toomen ana children.'-' 

Yet Secretary Taft said at Grand Rapids that the Filipinos "are now 
enjoying the right to life, liberty, and property and the pursuit of hap
piness and freedom from deprivation of any of those rights, except by due 
process of law." Does Judge Taft., as an eminent lawyer, assert that 
the men whose prosperity is destroyed and whose lives are taken under 
such an order as this lose them by " due process of law? " 

This last order was issued in time of peace, and is an illustration 
of our tenderness in dealing with a weaker people. This order was 
printed in the Manila Opinion, an American newspaper, on December 
7, 1907. Has the officer who gave that order been punished? Could 
Aguinaldo's government have been more arbitrary? 

The massacre of Mount Dajo, in March, 1906, where some 600 men, 
women, and children were slaughtered, was at least "military," if not 
" ar·bitrary and tyrannical." 

Nor is this all. On July 4, 1902, President Roosevelt declared the 
war in the Philippines at an end and issued his proclamation of am
nesty. Then "tranquillity" bad been fully established. In the year 
1902 reconcentration was used to suppress insurrection in Laguna and 
Batangas. It then affected not less than 100,000 people in camps 
holding from 8,000 to 14,000 people each, according to the official report 
of Colonel Wagner. In 1903, when every Filipino is said to have had all 
the civil rl.ghts secured to an American citizen by the bill of rights 
save the rigbt to bear arms and to trial by jury, 300,000 persons were 
driven from their homes into reconcentration camps in Albay, where very 
large areas were entirely denuded of population. Fifteen thousand people 
in 'l'ayabas suffered a like fate. In 1904 some 20,000 people in Samar 
and 1G,OOO in Cavite, close to the walls of Manila, wer·e dealt with in 
likE> manner. In 1905 reports reached ns of like operations. We beard 
from Bakoor that " its unfortunate reconcentrfrted people, the inhab
itants of the distt·icts of Ligas and St. Nicholas, a pleasant lund situ! 
ated by the seaside, ure subjected to vigorous surveillance, not al
lowed to walk abroad with impunity, obliged to snatch their sleep 
In motley heaps of men, women, and children, exposed by night and 
day to the elements " and every hardship which the terrible word 
" reconcentration " implies. Like reports came from Batangas, but these 
found no place in the dispatches from the Philippine Islands. We 
learned the facts from the Manila press. 

Imagine 300,000 people charged with no crime taken from their 
homes anywhere in America because the Government wished to catch 
a gang of robbers. Would no constitutional right be invaded by such 
a process? What a mockery it is to claim that the Filipinos are se
cured in their civil rights when such barbarities are common. Secre
tary Taft is a good lawyer. Let him reconcile these facts with his 
claim. 

And Aguinaldo's government was "full of corruption." How about 
our own? Secretary ~raft's statement about Aguinaldo is a charge. 
There may be another side. His statement about our own Govern
ment is a confession. He says, " I am sorry to say that in the early 
days, when we were dependent on pieking up what Americans we could, 
we did not give the Filipinos the best exhibition of our own regard for 
public welfare in office, for we had some sixteen provincial treasurers 
that became defaulters." The list of such crimes is larger now. A 
commander of the Filipino Scouts at the St. Louis Exposition has been 
convicted of forging vouchers, and instances might be multiplied. Are 
we Americans, with public officials everywhere on trial or under in
dictment, if not already convicted, with the Pennsylvania capitol, our 
great life insurance companies, our land frauds, and the whole melan
choly ca talogue, are we sure that our representatives in these distant 
islands are likely to prove more honest than our mayors, our senators, 
our bank presidents, our city treasurers at home? Filipinos by thou
sands were ready to give up their lives for their country's freedom. Is 
it not reasonable to suppose that in such a people there were men 
enough to appreciate that public office is a trust? We certainly have 
not governed the Filipinos better than they were governing themselves 
when we overthrew their government. 

The practical effect of our policy may be judged from these statistics, 
which are taken from a letter addressed by representatives of Batao
gas to Secretary Taft on August 26, 1905. They show what has been 
going on in the municipality of Balayan, in the province of Batangas. 

In 1896 the number of inhabitants in that municipality was 41,308. 
In 1905 it was 13,924. The area of cultivated land, in hectares, was 
19,500 in 1896, and 1, 700 in 1905-not 10 per cent. Products: Rice, 
39,020 cavanes in 1896, and 12,500 cavanes in 1900; sugar, 520,000 
picos in 1896, now 12,300 picos ; maize, 110,000 cavanes in 1896, now 
10,000 cavanes; the oxen then were 10,000, now 4.27; the cows then 
were 3,650, now 80 ; carabaos, oxen, 4,110 in 1896, now 433; carabaos, 
cows, 1A350 in 1896, now 92; there were 11,000 hogs then, there are 
now 2,1:500 ; there were 96,000 hens, there are now 5,000. Consider 
what a story these figures tell. 
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Only U1is autumn the Filipino Chamber of Commerce bas sent to the 
municipalities a petition for signature which begins : _ 

" Whereas it Is palpable and notorious that the country is under
going a period of serious and profound trial, especially in respect to 
agTiculture, 

" Whereas ,the condition of the fields this year gives the sad pros
pects of a harvest that will mean special poverty and hunger, in addi
tion to the evils already experienced." 

A government such as ours, whether we judge it by its methods or 
its results, can not succeed. We may build better roads we may im
prove sewers, we may establish schools, we may teach better sanita
tion and tax the Filipinos to pay for them, but after the catalogue of 
our 'good acts is complete we can not wipe from Filipino memories our 
past nor can we avoid Sir Henry Campbell Bannerman's true state
ment, "Good government is no equivalent for self-government." 

A great majority of American publicists, including the President, 
have declared themselves unequivocally in favor of Philippine inde
pendence. Mr. Taft alone, while setting it before his countrymen as 
the goal toward which we must look, _seems not to desire it. He post
pones the day for a generation at least, and when that time is gone 
he hopes that both countries will agree "that it would be mutually 
beneficial to continue a governmental relation between them like that 
between England and Australia." That is his hope, and so long as he 
can control our policy his object must be to realize that hope. · As 
though it were possible for a country adapted only for the habitation 
of an alien race to hdd a position toward a " parent nation " like that 
of a territory peopled and occupied by its own emigrants! 

He prophesies •• that during the next twenty-five years a develop
ment will take place in the agriculture and other business of the Philip
pine Islands which will be as remarkable in its benefits to the United 
States and the Philippine Islands as was the development of Alaska 
during the last ten or fifteen years." 

He insists that "the presence of Americans in the islands is essential 
to tbe due development of the lower classes." He wants the American 
Government to remain in the islands "long enough to educate the en
tire people," which means an indefinite future when we consider bow 
long it has taken and will take to educate our own people. He thinks 
that " meantime they will be able to see and the American public will 
come to see the enormous material benefit to both arising from the 
maintenance of some sort of a bond between the two countries." He 
insists that "the having such an outpost as the Philippines making 
the United States an Asiatic power for the time will be of immense 
benefit to its merchants and its trade." He recommends that "tbe 
present restrictions be removed as to the acquisition of mining claims 
and the holding of lands by corporations in the Philippines." He does 
not " think it improper in order to secure support for the policy of tbe 
Administration to point out the advantage to the United States or
holding the islands." He wishes to attract American capital and to 
see American investments in railroads, mines, and plantations. He 
wishes in a word, to plant as much American treasure in the islands 
as possible, knowing that where the treasure is the heart is, to make 
it as much for American interest to retain the islands as possible, and 
under cover of much vague talk about the benevolent purpose of the 
United States to fit the Filipinos for self-government, to pursue a 
policy which will create in America a strong sentiment against letting 
American investments go under Filipino control. Everyone knows 
that the demands of capital have led the English Government and 
others to conquer and annex foreign territory and no one can doubt 
that every American dollar planted in the Philippines will become an 
argument against their independence. Let Secretary Taft tell us in 
detail bow these islands in twenty-five years are to become of such 
remarkable value to the United States-a value which could accrue 
only to a few exploiters who would doubtless enforce a demand for 
imported contract labor, driving the natives to the wall and benefiting 
themselves at the expense of the domestic industries of the United 
States-let Mr. Taft elucidate his programme fully and it will be ap
parent that the process means the permanence of our hold upon the 
islands. 

While this development was proceeding for the advantage of a small 
group of capitalists, the absolute responsibility of the United States 
for the defense of the archipelago would continue. In the changed 
attitude of affairs in the East, which Mr. Taft ignores, this respon
sibility implies increased outlays for fortifications and an indefimtely 
increased naval force, of which the millions to be asked of the present 
Congress are only the small beginnings. If any one doubts that Mr. 
Taft's policy does not mean Philippine independence, let him observe 
that a.fter the value of the islands to America has been demonstrated 
and the question of giving them their independence comes up for de
cision the Secretary bids us note " that the tribunal to decide whether 
the proper political capacity exists to justify independence is Congress 
and not the Philippine electorate. • • • The JUdgment of a people 
as to tlleir own political capacity is not an unerring guide." Can 
anyone be so blind as not to see what Secretary Taft's policy is and 
that it does not mean Philippine independence at all? Let the stron~ 
nation that finds the islands profitable decide whether to let them go 1 
It is a bribed tribunal which will decide the question, and the policy 
of Secretary Taft is to create a situation which makes independence 
impossible. Is the judgment of a people as to another's political 
capacity more unerring than as to its own, especially when its own 
interests are at stake? 

Secretary Taft may be right or wrong, but his real meaning is 
disguised by his talk of benevolence. In the words which Lincoln 
ascl'ibed to tyrants, " The inferior race are to be treated with as much 
allowance as they are capable of en~oying, as much is to be done for 
them as their condition will allow; ' they are to become invaluable to 
the United States, and our Cong~ss is to decide whether they shall be 
given their independence. Well did Lincoln say, "It Is all the same 
old serpent." 

Through their own self-government now lies the road to Filipino 
independence and advancement. In the words of Lincoln, addressed 
prophetically to Mr. Taft " By your system you would always keep 
them ignorant and vicious.l• In the words of President Roosevelt a year 
or two ago, "It is as true of a race as of an individual that while out
siders can help to a certain degree yet the real help must come in the 
shape of self-help." Men learn to be independent by being Independent
by their own m1stalces. To say that the object of our policy is to help 
the Filipinos to self-government and ultimate independence by making 
them as valuable to the United States as possible, and then letting the 
United States decide whether to give them independence is " to keep 
the word of promise to our ear and break it to our hope." We assume 
the position of trustee for this nation and unfit ourselves to discharge 
our trust impartially. The statesman who proposes this may deceive 
himself, but we must not let him deceive us. 

It is for the interest of both countries that the Philippines be 
given their independence now. To-day the United States can. obtain 

without doubt from the powers, including Japan, a consent to the neu
tralization of the islands, a protection of their independence from 
foreign aggression. A few years hence that consent may not be ob
tained. The time is ripe for the passage of a joint resolution declar
ing our intention to grant the Filipinos absolute independence within a 
short term of years. Every year's delay is dangerous, and dangerous 
to us. 

The forces which make for Filipino independence are irresistible. 
" The mills of God grind slowly," and for a time we may bold these 
islands, as for a time we held the negroes in slavery. The interests 
which made for the preservation and extension of slavery were strong, 
far stronger than any interest which we now have in holding the Phil
ippines-, but they were not strong enough. The fortunes which were 
invested in slaves were lost, and no nation ever paid dearer for wrong 
than did this nation by the civil war and its indelible elfects. So 
also will It happen again. The dollars and the lives spent to hold 
these islands will be wasted, the fortunes invested there will be lost, 
and the lon~r we. delay to do them justice the greater the penalty we 
must pay. we are sinning against light. Soft words and fair promises 
can not prevail. 

For He that worketh high and wise, 
Nor pauses in His plan, 

Will take the sun out of the skies 
Ere freedom out of man. 

Mr. Taft, at Grand Rapids, spoke of the " unreasonable opposition 
and the almost traitorous sympathy with the opposition to our Gov
ernment in the Philippines displayed by the anti-Imperialists." Is it 
indeed treason in any American to sympathize with the aspirations 
of a people for liberty; to assert the self-evident truths of the Declara
tion of Independence-to resist those who, in Lincoln's words, would 
"turn a free people back into the hateful paths of despotism?" Are 
such words as these becoming in a man who aspires to be the Chief 
Magistrate of a free nation? 

History again repeats itself. In 1854 a Senator from TennEssee 
charged that Boston was " filled with traitors," meaning those of her 
citizens who were opposed to slavery. Charles Sumner's reply may 
be used again to answer Secretary Taft. "The charge is not new. 
Boston of old was the home of Hancock and Adams. Her traitors 
now are those who are tn1ly animated by the spirit of the American 
Revolution. In condemning them, in condemning Massachusetts, in 
condemning these remonstrants, you simply give proper conclusion to 
the utterance on this floor that the Declaration of Independence is 
a self-evident lie." 

Finally, Secretary Taft at Grand Rapids said, "Is there room for 
doubt that Abraham Lincoln would have approved the policy of Mc
Kinley and Roosevelt in maintaining our position as a world power, 
in increasing the size of our Navy, so that when we do intervene 
in international affairs we may exercise an ifi.tluence commensurate 
with our greatness as a nation?" Against this lamentable doctrine 
of might, which makes our greatness depend on guns and ship , we 
would oppose the true faith that "righteousness exalteth a nation;" 
that a scrupulous regard for the ri~bts of others, however weak and 
whatever their race or color, a consistent policy of ju tice to all men, 
an example of ordered freedom, will give . us a far more powerful influ
ence on mankind and make us a far greater world power than all the 
guns and all the ships tl::.at our enormous wealth can buy. We would 
have our country and its influence such as Emerson described in speak
ing of Boston and Massachusetts : 

"Pole-star of light in Europe's night 
That never faltered from the right. 
Kings shook with fear ; old empires crave 

The secret force to find, 
Which fired the little State to save 

The rights of all mankind." 
Let us hope that this fire will ever burn in Massachusetts, and that 

she will never lack such traitors as Adams, Sumner, Hoar, and Bout
well to keep it alight. 

:Mr. WILLIAMS. In the second place, 1\:Ir. Chairman, I de
sire to ask unanimous consent to print as a part of my remarks 
a petition and memorial to the C<>ngress of the United States 
by the .Association of Friends of the city of Philadelphia, re
monstrating against the authorization at this session of Con
gress of the building of four new battle ships. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [.After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The document referred to is as follows: 
To the Cor~gress of the United Stat-ss: -

The Peace Association of Friends of Philadelphia respectfully enters 
an earnest protest against the authorization at this session of Congr·ess 
of the building of four new battle ships, with cruisers, docks, etc., ag
gregn.ting an expenditure in excess of $60,000,000. 

Your remonstrants urge the following considerations in support of 
their protest : 

NATIONAL PERIL O~LY JUSTIFICATION OF A GREAT NAVY. 

The unprecedented rapid growth of our Navy can be justified on 
grounds of grave national peril only. 

ACTION OF SECOND HAGUE CONGRESS LESSENS NEED OF NAVY. 

No such peril appears in any direction. On the contrary, within a 
year the action of the second Hague conference did away with the 
bombardment of unfortified towns, and three-fourths of the countries 
of the world went on record as advocating the protection of private 
propertv at sea in time of war; assurance was given of the establish
ment ol a court of nations at The Hague, and the cause of international 
arbitration treaties received renewed life. 

ALL FOREIGN RELATIONS NOW AMICABLE. 

The relations of our Government with other countries are amicable 
and give promise of stable peace. Those in positions of authority and 
knowledge in America and in Japan assure us that tbe recent questions 
at issue have never threatened a break in the friendly relations of the 
two countries, but that the deplorable agitation of the publlc mind was 
created by misinformed persons and a sensational press. 
GREA.'f NAVY l\fEA.NS INCREASED BURDEN FOR UNPRODUCTIVE PURPOSES. 

The vast and constantly increasin~ expenditure for naval purposes 
is adding to the burden of taxation m a time of financial uncertainty 
and business depression. 

Such expenditure diverts national revenue from useful and produc-
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tive projects of internal development and improvement now urgently 
demanded by the n~ds of the country to facilitate commerce and pro
mote the general welfare. 

PACIFIC RELATIO~S IN PAST DUE TO NATIONAL PROBITY. 

History teaches that the immunity from foreign wars and aggress!on 
enjoyed by our country is due not to a great navy and an imposmg 
military establishment, but to our national policy of friendliness, can
dor, and pure intent in international affairs. '.rb.is policy has made 
"American diplomacy " a term of honor among nations. 

NAVAL EXPANSION UN-AMERICAN. 

The policy of na-.a l and military expansion is new to our countr:t. 
It suggests a change of base from the principles of otlr fathers, an atti
tude of unrest, self-assertion, and display that is undignified and out of 
keeping with our national genius. 

UNITED STATE S A REFUGE FOR WAR-BURDENED FORE!IGNERS. 

A. large and rapidly increasing part of our population bas come to 
the United States to escape economic, social, and governmental condi
tions created by military burdens and the inheritance of old wars. 
Tbese citizens are not in sympathy with a movement to restore them to 
a condi tion from which they sacrificed much to be free. 

APPEAL TO BRUTE FORCE SELDOM FINAL. 

There is a growing sentiment, already widely entertained, that war 
is a barbat·ous method that settles controversies on a basis of mere phys
ical force and not of justice and righteousness- Arbitration, on the 
contrary, appeals strongly to our people as a method based on equity 
and reason. 

.JUDICIAL APPEAL INCREASI:NGLY EFFECTIVE. 

By reason of the progress of recent years, and the facilities afforded 
at The Hague, international arbitration is as much a part o:f the 
world's government as the law courts are part of the national life. 
For two civilized nations to rush into arms over a controversy that 
can be settled rightly only by judicial action is regarded now as an 
act of criminal folly. 

PRESEST NAVY ADEQUATE FOR POLICE PURPOSES. 

llence it appears that the naval force should be regarded only as 
national police.. Your remonstrants believe that our present Navy 
is amply large for this purpose, and should not be increased. Any 
large addition to our present force is likely to become a menace and 
source of danger rather than a protection. 

SUMMARY. 

Therefore your remonstrants urge upon you, as chosen representa
tives of the people, the defeat of this proposed legislation, because they 
believe it to be inexpedient and unnecessary, wasteful of the national 
revenue, contrary to our historical development and national genius, 
at valiance with the sentiment of a large proportion of the people 
of the United States, and contrary to the international policy of a 
Christian nation that has stood before the world as a leader in peace 
and an exponent of justice and friendliness . 

Signed by authority and on behalf of the Peace Association of Friends 
of 1-'hiladelphia. 

JOH T B. GARRETT, President. 
STANLEY R. YARNALL, Vice-President. 
JOSHUA L. BAILY. 
ISAAC SHARPLESS. 

PEACE ASSOCIATION OF~ FRIEJ\"'DS OF PHILADELPHIA, 
20 South Twelfth street. 

H. W. CADBURY, Secretary. 
PHILADELPHIA, Thin], Month, 9th, 1908. 

l\fr. WILLIAMS. Now, 1\Ir. Chairman, I believe that the 
country, and I believe that the Members of the House upon 
the Republican side of the aisle will agree with me that, acting 
as minority leader, thus far this session I have given the ma
jority perfectly "smooth sailing." I have not wanted to be 
regarded as factious; I have not wanted the country to think 
that tl:le minority on this side was trying to assume responsi
bility for legislation. I knew that responsibility rested with the 
majority, and I did not want to appear to coerce the majority
and very little coercing can the minority do-until that major
ity had made absolute demonstration before the country of the 
fact that it does not intend to do anything at his session of Con
gress. [.Applause on the Democratic side.] .And that, too, not
withstanding the fact that -your President has issued a pro
gramme that he calls upon you to execute, and notwithstanding 
the fact that the distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP
BURN] announced early in the session that unless you did exe
cute that programme somebody was going to "get run oyer" 
and " get hurt." 

I have waited like a Democratic lamb ready for the slaughter, 
waiting for the Republican party to do something. I have 
finally come to the conclusion that the Republican party in this 
House has forgotten how to do anything; it has become the 
party of negation, of passivity, and, as far as I can see, has no 
idea of doing anything. [Applause on Democratic side.] It is 
plain now that without some method of parliamentary coercion 
you are going to be deaf to every demand of the country. The 
minority can not exercise much power, but it has some power, 
and I want to make the announcement now, that from this mo
ment on to the balance of this session this is not going to be a 
lie-easy, wait-on-the-enemy campaign [applause on the Demo
cratic side], and that the little parliamentary power the 
minority has under the rules is going to be exercised. The 
minority has a right to refuse unanimous consent to legislation. 

I It has the right to call for the yeas and nays upon every affirma
' tive matter of legislation. I now make the announcement that 
no requests for unanimous consent from that side of the aisle, 

unless it be to adjourn or to take a recess-in which two cases 
I believe it is not from a parliamentary standpoint necessary to 
have unanimous consent-will not be granted during the bal
ance of this session until the majority shows that it is alive to 
the demands of the country sufficiently to rer;:ort for considera
tion in this House, or to give me satisfactory assurance that 
they will report for consider~tion, the following bills: 

First, an employers' liability bill. [Applause on the Demo
cratic side.] You have been wasting too much time over it. 
You have been permitting your Judiciary Committee to have 
hearing upon hearing, and you have been using that bill merely 
as a buffer in order to prevent hearing upon other essential 
legislation before that committee, which legislation you hope to 
evade. 

Second, I shall refuse unanimous consent until you report to 
this House for its consideration some publicity of campaign 
contributions bill [applause on the Democratic side], whether 
it be the bill offered by the gentleman from 1\.Iissouri [Mr. 
RucKER] or some other bill. I ca1·e not whose name is attached 
to it, Republican or Democrat. 

Third, I shall refuse unanimous consent for any request upon 
that side of the Chamber until the Ways and 1\feans Committee 
of this House, in response to the overwhelming demand of the 
entire newspaper and magazine fraternity of this country, Re
publican as well as Democrat, shall bring to the consideration 
of this House a bill for free wood pulp and free print paper. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Fourth, I shall make the same declination until the Clayton 
bill, now pending before the Judiciary Committee, or some other 
bill embodying like provisions, shall have been reported out of 
that committee for tbe consideration of this House. What the 
Clayton bill does is this: It prevents mere ex parte and tem
porary injunctions, where only one side has been heard from, 
acting as a supersedeas of a law passed by a sovereign State. 

I do not deny the right, upon final hearing of the injunction 
when it is made permanent, to set aside a State law, if in the 
opinion of a Federal court it violates the Constitution of the 
United States, but I do deny the right, upon a mere ex parte 
hearing by means of a temporary injunction without hearing 
the State's side at all, of a subordinate court of the United 
States to sit in judgment on the constitutionality of the legis
lation _ of a sovereign State. [.Applause on the Democratic 
side.] I am reenforced in that opinion by the fact that under 
the original judicial act of the courts had no such power, and for 
years and years afterwards had no such power, and could not 
issue an injunction until they had heard both sides, with rea
sonable notice to both sides. Mr. Chairman, in order that there 
may be no misunderstanding about that, and how far I am 
going, I desire to read this Clayton bill, though I do not insist 
upon this particular bill. Bring in a bill in the name of the 
chairman of the committee; bring in a bill in the name of a 
Republican, claim the credit for it, go before the country and 
get the credit for it-you have a right to do it; that I admit, . 
and I would be glad to see you do it, for I am never better 
satisfied than at the unusual spectacle of the Republican party 
serving the country. [Laughter and applause on the Demo
era tic side.] 

The Clayton bill is as l'ollows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter it shall be unlawful for any cir

cuit or district court of the United States or any circuit or district 
jl!dge of the United States to issue any injunction or order prohibit ing 
or restraining the execution of any State law in all cases except where 
final trial has been had and final JUdgment or final decree has been ren
dered declaring such State law to be in violation o! the Constitution, 
laws, or treaties of the United States. 

SEC. 2. That hereafter it shall be unlaw:ful for any circuit or district 
court or any circuit or district judge of the United States to issue any 
injunction or restraining order prohibiting or restrainin; any Sta t e 
officers or any persons trom executing any State law in all ca ses ex
cept _ where final trial has been had and final judgment or final deeree 
has been rendered declarin~ such State law to be in violation of the 
Constitution, laws, or treaties of the United States. 

Thomas Jefferson said we ought to preser"'·e the rights of the 
States as the best security for individual liberty and local self
government.. He also stated that we ought to guard witb equal 
care the delegated powers of the Federal Government as our 
only safeguard for national independence and national peace 
and progress. I would not take from the Federal Government 
one of the powers that have been delegated to it. I would not 
for a moment join in an attack upon the courts of the United 
States for declaring a State law or a Federal law unconstitu
tional when in their honest opinion they deem: it to be so, but I 
do say that it is as little as any man who loves his State and 
believes in local self-government can demand to ask that no 
mere subordinate Federal court should exerc-ise this newly de
rived power to setaside an act of a State upon a mere ex parte 
hearing from the attorneys and the witnesses of a railroad cor
poration or of anybody else, much less ··to forbid a State to be 



3824 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. lLillCH 24, 

heard in its own defense. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Now, Mi'. Chairman, if after some time I do not notice signs of 
amendment on that side of the Chamber and a disposition to do 
something-to quit this policy of passivity and mere negation 
and" stRnd-patism "-if I do not note some disposition to awake 
to the idea that you are representatives of the American people 
and ought to be doing something in their interests, then I shall 
use about the. only other power that the minority has, and that 
is to call for a yea-and-nay vote upon every affirmative propo
sition, ho"\leler insignificant, presented to this House for pas
sage. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. LEVER. l\Ir. Chairman, the bill under consideration car
rie a total appropriation of $11,431,346, the amount deemed nec
essary by the committee to meet the legitimate growth of the 
,-york of the Department of Agriculture for the coming fiscal 
year. This Department directs its efforts to the improvement 
and consenation of the nation's predominant industry. The 
problems of agriculture cover a vast expanse of territory and 
inYol"ve every phase of farm life. Forty millions of our people, 
with an inYested capital of oyer $25,000,000,000, coax from the 
soil their happiness and prosperity and at the same time supply 
a neyer-failing source of permanent wealth to the nation. The 
true measure of the industrial greatness of any country is the 
size of the bank books of its farmers, and their natural, inher
ent consenatism is the true gauge of the character, stability, 
and morale of its citizenship. 

To increase the prosperity of these people, to solve the prob
lems of their great occupation, to get a maximum return from 
the latent possibilities of the soil, to conserve the fruits of 
years of labor, and to blaze a pathway into new fields of con
quest, is the work of the Department of Agriculture. Funda
mentally it is missionary and educational. To agriculture it is 
a Yeritable John the Baptist, whose zealous preachments are 
working a reYolution in farm conditions, while at the same 
time it is a great university whose teachings are the inspira
tion and guidance of the farmers of the country. To teach 
and to lead more than 36 per cent of our population to a more 
complete dominion over nature, to bring them into the fullest 
po session of God's richest bequeathment, is the province of 
this arm of the Goyernment's service. Such is the great work, 
the most comprehensive in scope and possible results, this De
partment undertakes to do, and, happily for the well-being of 
the nation, it does it in a great and comprehensive way. 

:Because of the very character of the work of the Department 
it i not possible to measure in mere dollars the yalue' of its 
work to the country, but we do know that it has helped to send 
the farm boy and farm girl to college, put music in the farm 
home, planted flowers in the farmyard, and made farm life at
tracti•e and profitable. We know it has improved general farm 
conditions, set in motion new thoughts, awakened new ambi
tions, planted new hopes, quickened endeavor, added dignity, 
and brought to the farmer as a claoo a new independence. [Ap
plause.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is a disposition to criticise and find 
fault with this bill. It is said the increases carried by it are 
unusually large. We are told that the country is in a state of 
panic, that we are facing a deficit in the Treasury, and the 
pruning knife must be put to all appropriations. 

It is true that the country is in a state of panic, but whose 
panic is it? Who brought it about? I do not hear of any farm
ers reducing wages or dismissing their employees ; I see no 
account of cessation of farm operations because of hard times, 
nor haye I read of any farmer blowing out his brains because 
of failures. His productions last year were the greatest in 
the life of the nation. There was no decrease in his contribu
tion to the national wealth. It is not the farmer's panic; he 
is not responsible for it, and no friend of agriculture can justify 
a Yote to curtail and hamper the admirable work of the farm
ers' department of the Government, because, forsooth, the specu
lators and stock gamblers of Wall street are having a row, 
and are now engaged in the delightful pastime of swallowing 
each other. Let me call the attention of the critics of this bill 
to the fact that the farmer will continue to make his annual 
conh·ibution to the nation's exchequer in spite of railroad wars, 
era hing banks, depreciating stocks and bonds, and financial 
crises. [Applause.] 

Let me impress upon them that his brain and brawn pro
duced a crop last year the value of which was $7,500,000,000, 
approximately as much as the combined capital of the manufac
turing establishments of this country, and that they sold prod
ucts abroad valued at over $1,000,000,000, which brought back 
to the nation as a balance of trade $444,000,000. These gentle
men who would make the farmer help bear the burden of a self
made political stock-gamblers' panic by cutting the appropri
ations in this bill forget or do not appreciate the fact that it is 
to the farmer that this nation owes supremacy in the markets 

of the world; that he makes the balance in favor of the United 
States in her international trade relations. [Applause.] 

It is true that a deficit in the Treasury threatens us, but I 
would remind gentlemen that it is not the result of ex:trayagant 
appropriations to the Department of Agriculture. Compared to 
other appropriations, the amount carried by this bill is a mere 
insignificant bagatelle. The total appropriations for all pur
poses for the · second session of the :n~ifty-ninth Congress we.re 
$010,948,679.63, of which agriculture received $0,447,200, or 
about one dollar out of every one hundred appropriated, and 
the same ratio will be maintained in the appropriations of this 
Congress. It m~y be wise legislation to appropriate $14.5,-
937,000 for pensiOns and at the same time appropriate only 
$37,183,003, and that only every other year, for the great work 
of improving our rivers and harbors-the nation's highways of 
commerce; it may be wise statesmanship to appropriate millions 
for the District of Columbia, the Indians, and the diplomatic 
and consular service every year, while appropriations for 
needed public buildings throughout the country must await a 
plethoric condition of the Treasury; it may be good policy to 
appropriate approximately $200,000,000 annually for the sup
port of the Army and nayal services, while only a "little over 
$11,000,000 are intrusted to the Department of Agriculture 
for its work in the aid of the most important and fundamental 
industry of the nation. The excuse given by gentlemen of 
st~tesmanship pretensions who each year, uncomplainingly and 
Without fault-finding, vote this enormous burden upon the tax
payers for the maintenance of the Army and Navy, is that the 
one guarantees internal peace and order, while the other is a 
protection against external dangers. 

Oh, statesmanship, the follies committed in thy name t If 
gentlemen would insure internal peace and order, if they would 
anchor this nation securely and forever to its ancient consti
tutional moorings, if they would protect it from the dangerous 
restlessness of overcrowded city conditions, if they would in
sure it with strength and permanent stability, let them look to 
the welfare of the farmer, to the improvement of his condition 
to the bettering of his homelife and to the making ot hi great 
occupation profitable, for after all the full smokehouse and corn
crib are the nation's surest safeguard! [Applause.] Give to 
~e natlo~ a great army of happy and contented farmers, equip 
Its great mdustrial classes with prosperity, keep full their din
ner pails by wise and patriotic legislation, and the necessity for 
a burdensome standing army ceases to exist. [Applause.] 

But gentlemen argue that internal peace is no defense against 
external dangers and assert, with the emphasis of profound 
belief, that a great navy must stand between us and the war
like nations of the earth. This thought has moYed them to 
increase enormously the strength of the Navy in recent years 
and to ask eYen greater increases for the future. These gen
tlemen, and I have every confidence in their integrity of belief, 
would add $40,000,000 to the present naval bill to provide 
four additional first-class battle ships. I do not disagree to 
a programme which looks to a gradual increase in the naval 
strength of the country, but I confess a doubt as to the wisdom 
of an attempt to establish an efficient navy in a day. I am in
clined to disagree, too, with the idea that a great navy affords 
us any guaranty of permanent peace with the world. The bully 
who carries a chip on his shoulder is apt to find some one willing 
to undertake to knock it off, and whether a great navy is a 
security or a menace is, in the minds of our most conservative 
thinkers, a debatable question. But everyone agrees, even the 
jingo and alarmist, that no nation which is dependent in a · 
large measure upon ours for its food and clothing is likely 
to be hasty in precipitating a quarrel with us. 

You may not like the grocer or the dry goods merchant, 
who are your only sources of supply for the prime necessities 
of life; you may have a positive dislike for them, but the 
sh·ong probability is that you will be careful about communi
cating the fact to them. And, l\Ir. Chairman, as long as the 
United States furnishes the world 34 per . cent of its corn, 24 
per cent of its wheat, 45.27 per cent of its meat products, and 
66.6 per cent of its cotton, so long will the world hesitate to 
precipitate a disturbance with us. I put against the Army and 
the Navy, as instrumentalities of defense, against dangers from 
within and from without, the continued prosperity of our agri
cultural classes, and I assert that in the ratio of their pros
perity are we, ·as a nation, bulwarked against danger. Make 
the farmer happy, cause his fields to yield an abundance suffi
cient for the needs of his own country and for the major ~up
ply of the world's needs and you haye such a guaranty of peace 
as can not be furnished by standing armies and navies. Amer
ica's agricultural prosperity means international peace. [Ap
plause.] 

·The South has a special interest in this bill. l\Iore than 57 
per cent of her 10,000,000 people employed in gainful occupa-
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tions are directly engaged in agricultural operations and at 
least one-half of the remaining population trace their employ
ment directly to the farm. 

No territory of like dimension in all the world affords such 
limitless agricultural possibilities· and to none is agriculture of 
such vast importance. 

The dazzling, almost romantic growth of manufacturing in 
the South since 1880, when it had its real beginning, gives some 
justification for the idea that the South is forsaking its first 
and oldest love--agriculture--for this brilliant and newer 
courtier-manufacturing. The capital invested in farm prop
erty in these States is four times greater than that employed in 
manufacturing and the ratio of population engaged in the two 
occupations differs even more widely. Agriculture is and will 
continue to be the predominant occupation of the Southern 
people, even though our progress in manufacturing in the last 
thirty years and our natural advantages give a reasonable 
expectancy that the South is to become the center of this great 
industry, with respect to cotton manufacturing at least. 

Fifty years ago the conservative thought of the country was 
settled in the conviction that the successful manufacture of raw 
cotton in the South was impossible. It was only the " irrational 
dreamer " who had the temerity to predict the day when the 
cotton mill would move to the cotton field, and I now put myself 
in that class by making bold to prophesy that the next fifty 
years will see the bulk of the cotton crop of this country made 
into the finished product in the South, and I am willing for our 
brief record in this new field and the logic of the situation 
speak for me. 

According to 1\Ir. R. H. Edmonds, editor of the Manufacturer's 
Record, the South from 1880 to 1905 increased the number of its 
spindles from 667,000 to 9,205,000, and its raw cotton consump
tion from 225,000 to 2,163,000 bales, only a little short of the 
consumption of the New England mills, and its capital invested 

. from $21,000,000 to $220,000,000, while a Southern State, South 
Carolina, reached second place among the States of the Union 
in this industry. This is the record of less than one-third of 

.a century, and it is unprecedented, unparalleled, unapproached 
in the history of this business. [Applause.] 

This achievement, if it is indicative of anything, means that 
the South is not only to monopolize the production of raw cot
ton, but control its manufacture. In every essential of success
ful manufacture of cotton the South has the advantage over 
the New England States. Her labor is cheaper and as pro
ductive, her climate is less severe, while the number and mag
nitude of her water powers, with the proximity of her coal and 
iron deposits, give her a natural asset unequaled, not alone by 
New England, but by the world, and when to these are added 
the presence of the cotton field itself and her innumerable navi
~able streams, the cheapest mode of transportation, every pos
sible advantage is hers in the struggle for supremacy in this 
great industry. These natural advantages, this sacred herit
age, the reawakened energies and confident hopes {)f her peo
ple shall fashion into a wealth and happiness all their own. 
[Applause.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, rich in industrial potentialities· as is the 
South, she is vastly more rich in agricultural possibilities. To 
us, who are filled with enthusiasm for the future for this 
great occupation in this section, these possibilities seem unlim
ited. The imagination does not exist which can portray the 
agriculture of the South fifty years from to-day if the progress 
of the last few years is maintained. With her mild and evenly 
balanced climate, permitting outdoor labor at every season of 
the year, her fertile soil, capable of producing profitably every 
crop known to the Temperate and Semitorrid zones, with her 
abundant rainfall and her ·· vast undeveloped area of farm 
lands, she possesses all the elements 1\'hich must be present in 
the creation of a great agricultural empire. That she is to be
come such an empire is evidenced in her marvelous agricultural 
progress since the civil war, and in the confident, enthusiastic, 
and triumphant optimism of her agricultural classes. 

It is impossible to form a clear conception of the progress of 
Southern agriculture or the dormant possibilities it holds for 
future development without the necessity of recalling the fear
ful devastation wrought to farm values by the bloodiest and the 
most unfortunate of the world's tragedies. 

The total of farm values in the South in 1860 was $2,880,-
000,000, while for 1870 these values were only $1,648,000,000, or 
a decrease of 42.2 per cent in the brief period of ten years, the 
darkest that ever visited any section in the history of God's 
children. In the twinkling of an eye, for a decade is hardly 
that in the life of a nation, almost one-half of the accumulated 
earnings, the conservation of two centuries of genius and labor, 
was swallowed up in the terrible tempest of war and the more 
destructive saturnalia of maladministration and flagrant mis
rule. 
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During the same period the value of all Southern property 
showed a decrease of more than $2,000,000,000, almost one-half, 
and "through the death and permanent invalidism of at least 
300,000 of the very pick and flower of its people," Mr. 
n. H. Edmonds, an undisputed authority, estimates an addi
tional loss to this scourged section of $3,000,000,000 of wealth, 
"wealth far more real than coal and iron and timber, stocks 
and bonds, for men of character and energy, not natural re
sources, are the true wealth of a country," and I quote the same 
authority for the statement that, "2,500,000 Southern-born 
whites were forced by conditions more appalling than any na
tion in modern times ever faced, worse even than conditions 
that prevail in Russia," to emigrate to more inviting fields, 
and if the usual economic value of $10,000 for a man is allowed, 
we must charge to the insatiable appetite of war and recon
struction the consumption of $25,000,000,000 more of the real 
wealth of the South. The sum total of Southern loss in wealth 
in the actual depreciation in the values of property, in the death 
and emigration of its productive agencies, aggregates the stu
pendous sum of $30,000,000,000, $5,000,000,000 more than the 
total agricultural wealth of the whole country to-day, two and 
one-half times more than the capital invested in all the rail~ 
roads of the country, more than three times that engaged-in all 
the manufacturing establishments. of the nation, and nearly one
third of the present total wealth of the United States. Appal
ling as are these facts, they fail to furnish a complete portrayal 
of the actual conditions. 

A revolution as complete as ever blotted out a civilization or 
gave birth to a new dynasty was forced npon the South. That 
courageous, patient, conservative statesmanship which, for 
sixty out of seventy years, gave her an undisputed leadership in 
shaping the destiny of the nation was now denied the poor 
privilege of a voice in guiding her own, while 4,000,000 former 
slaves were turned loose upon her with every right of citizen
ship enjoyed by the white man, with none of his capacities 
for the right using of them. 

Backed by Federal bayonets, urged on by misguided fanati
cism, and aided in his deYiltry by the carpetbagger and the 
more damnable scalawag, the unchained rapacity of the ig
norant negro gorged itself upon the little property that re
mained to the South from the war's devastation. The brazen 
adventurer and the unshamed traitor enriched themselves at her 
expense, while to meet the demands ·of plunderers taxation 
was raised to the point of confiscation, justice was bartered 
as a commodity of commercial value, official place was bought 
and sold, vice sat upon the throne of virtue, ignorance wore 
the crown of intelligence, and the cloven feet of vandalism 
pressed upon the neck of patriotism. 

The South was as one stupefied, groping in the dark, knowing 
not what the morrow would bring forth or what dread disaster 
might come through the night, while capital, coward as it al
ways is, sought place of safety, investment, other fields of em
ployment, and the wheels of progr~ss stood still. There never 
was a darker day for the South, and never was there a blacker 
chapter added to the glorious record of our matchless national 
life; and I would, Mr. Chairman, that there was some power to 
blot it from our history and our memories, and I know that I 
but express the wish of eYery son whose brave father faced 
mine in the fierce fire of battle. [Applause.] 

To this great section, nothing was saved from the terrible 
holocaust of war and reconstruction except those indestructible 
elements essential to all national greatness, the natural re
sources with which God had endowed it, and the grim deter
mination, courage, and genius of its people. [Applause.] 

In 1870 the seemingly dead body politic gave evidence of re
turning life. Oppression had gone too far, the Southern white 
man was aroused, and his capacity for rule, his hatred of tyr
rany, his love for local self-government, asserted themselves, and 
in a peaceful revolution the reign of ignorance and corruption 
was overthrown and the Southern State governments were put 
back into the hands of the virtue and intelligence of their own 
people. [Applause.] 

The hope that inspired this struggle and the courage which 
won this victory ga Ye agriculture a new confidence and an 
assurance that investment and labor should find protection and 
reward under the law. 

By 1880 the value of Southern property had reached $2,343,-
000,000, over $500,000,000 short of the farm Yalues at the begin
ning of the war, and by 1890 Southern agriculture had fully 
reached the status it possessed in 1860. 

In the brief space of a human life the sturdy Southern 
farmer-and man for man, opportunity for opportunity, he has 
no superior on earth-unum· unparalleled adverse conditions, 
in the teeth of hostile legislation, laboring under the burd'i:'n of 
confiscatory taxation, handicapped by the process of transition 
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from a state of measurable dependence upon the negro for sup
port to a reliance upon his own brain and muscle, and in the 
face of criticism and prejudice, had laid for himself a ·founda
tion, not only equal to that upon which he stood thirty years 
before, but had laid it infinitely more broadly and deeply, in 
that it was predicated upon intelligent and productive as 
against ignorant and comparatively unproductive labor. 
(Applause.] 

'.rhe so-called "Old South," and I say it with all deference to 
the sacredness and glory that term implies, industrially, was 
largely the product of a system of labor necessarily based upon 
a low order of intelligence, while the so-called "New South"
a misnomer which I spurn and despise-is to be what its white 
labor and intelligence make it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the past is history and memories; the 
future is opportunity. 

And what boundless opportunities, what limitless possibilities 
are there in the varied agricultural resources of the South 
awaiting the touch of trained intellects and the application of 
scientific businesslike farm methods. 1 

In the extent of its territory, the fertility of its soil, and the 
wonderful variety of its farm products the South verily is un
approached by any other section of this country or of the 
world, and in the possibilities it offers for ideal farm conditions 
it is likewise without rival. 
. The great staple money crop of the South is cotton, which in 
many respects is the world's greatest crop. The money value 
of it in 1907 approximates the enormous sum of $800,000,000. 
It furnishes 30 per cent of the total value of American exports 
and brings from Europe more than $400,000,000 annually-a 
princely tribute of over $1,000,000 each day of the year. 
· llas the South reached its maximum of cotton production? 
That is a question of gravest importance, alike to the South it
self and to this country and the world. The pessimist, along 
with many conservative men, through a lack of understanding 
of the real conditions, sees in the enormous yield of the past 
few years the limit of development for this crop. This is not 
a new thought, for as early as 1823, when the.total crop amounted 
to 509,600 bales of 300 pounds each, the statisticians of Liver
pool proved to their own satisfaction that in consequence of the 
abolition of the slave trade the maximum production of cotton 
had then been reached. Another example of the fact that fig
ures may

1 
lie. The truth is, this great industry is in the very 

infancy of its development. The Southern people are just 
learning how to grow cotton, how to market it, how to make it 
the regal crop its importance to the comfort and happiness of 
mankind .entitle it to become. 

In the last quarter of a century the number of acres planted 
has increased 100 per cent, bales produced 188 per cent, and 
the value of the crop more than 155 per cent-a growth wh.j.ch 
points to a continued development both in the magnitude and 
value of this imperial industry. It must be borne in mind 
also in this connection that the average yield per acre, about 
210 pounds lint, is steadily increasing, although it is far from 
the maximum or even the yield of the more intelligently cul
th·ated and impro\ed farms of the Southern growers. The 
highest yield from 1 acre of which any record exists is 2,000 
pounds lint, and two bales per acre is coming to be regarded 
as not an uncommon yield among the best farmers of the 
South. 

'l~he maximum of production will be reached only when the 
present a\erage yield reaches the average yield of the more 
improved farm. That this result is to ~orne is just as certain 
as intelligence, care, and improved methods always work revo
lutions upward. I confidently expect to see the South produce 
30,000,000 bales of cotton per annum, with a value proportion
ately great. To do this there will be little increase in acreage 
and only the natural increase in labor supply will be necessary. 
The result is to be had by increasing the yield per acre, by the 
bringing of the average to the maximum, through improved 
farm methods, a more thorough understanding of seed selec
tion, a greater knowledge of soil conditions and fertilizer prob
lems, a mo.re general appreciation of crop rotation and diversi
fication, and the recognition of live stock as an indispensable 
factor in all successful agriculture. In every one of these es
sentials the South is undergoing a veritable revolution. 

But, Mr. Chairman, will the world ever need 30,000,000 bales 
of cotton? The pessimist again says, "No." Optimist as I 
am I am just as emphatic in believing and asserting the con
trary. 

It is an economic principle that demand makes supply. In 
accordance with such a principle cotton production must go 
pari passu with the world's need for cotton. Fif-ty years ago 
the wants of the world were satisfied with 2,500,000 bales; to
day she demands the production of 20,000,000 bales, according to 

the .Census Bureau, two-thirds of which must come from the 
South. In the last twenty years .the consumption of cotton lms 
nearly doubled, and if a proportionate increase in demand con
tinues for a like period the South must produce 26,000,000 bales 
to meet it. Of the four grea.t staples that provide man with 
clothing, cotton is the cheapest and comes nearest meeting the 
demands of every people and clime, and therefore the markets 
for cotton goods are steadily broadening, new markets opening 
up, new territory is being invaded, and new people converted 
to an appreciation of cotton as a clothing material. It is esti
mated that of the world's population of 1,500,000,000 only 
500,000,000 wear clothes regularly, while 750,000,000 are only, 
partly clothed and 250,000,000 live in comparative nakedness. 

The great bulk of the unclothed and only partly clothed people 
of the world live in the torrid and semitorrid zones, for which 
cotton is the ideal clothing materiaL The advance in the civili
zation of these people means a demand for dress in accordance 
with the standards of civilization, for the clothing of a nation 
in a way measures its civilization. Statisticians agree that it 
will take 42,000,000 bales of cotton per year to clbthe the human 
family in keeping with the average dress of its more ad\anced 
people. This marks the need of the world to-day for clothing, 
and the demand for it is just so sure to come as civilization is 
certain to advance. This is the South's field for conquest. [Ap
plause.] 

I trust, Mr. Chairman, it will not be considered out of place 
for me to correct the idea that the agriculture of the South 
must of necessity be confined to cotton growing, and that its 
soil and climatic conditions act as a bar to the successful grow
ing of the other great staple crops of the country-wheat, oats, 
corn, hay, and cattle. Cotton will always be primary and pre
dominant, but as secondary and defensive crops profit may be 
had in growing these ortler crops. That this is true is demon
strated by an examination of their history in the South during 
the last twenty-fi"Ve years, and for this purpose I desire to sub
mit a carefully prepared table showing the progress of wheat 
growing in the United States as compared to the Southern 
States, and of Minnesota a1;1d Kansas as compared to South• 
Carolina. 

A:verage annual production ft·o,n three yearsl crops. 

Bushels. Acres. Bushels. 
Wheat. Years. 

Number. Increase. Number. Increase. a~. ~~r=~::. 
-----11---1----1-----------

Per cent. Per cent. 
United States-.1880-82 462,005,143 --------37 ,53?,6!4 -------
Ten Southern 190&-07 697,442,483 48. j8'46,790,303 24.5 

States--------~880-82 44,224,770 ---------- 5, 584,497 --------
1005-07 48,634,298 10. 4,765,479 -14.7 

SouthOarolina 1880-82 1,195,510-------- 195,017 --------
1905-07 2' 523' 799 111.1 316' 901 62.5 

M:ID.nesota.... ____ ~SB0--82 36. ,459,399--------- 2,919,793 ---------
1905-07 65,278,008 79.0 5,255,198 80.0 

Kansas---------1880-82 23,831,000-------- 1,934,857---------
1905-07 74.,813,572 213.9 5,"639,204 191.5 

Per cent •. 
'12.3_ ----19:5 14.7 

7.9-
10.2 28.9 
6.L 
8.() 29.9 

12.5-
12.4 -0.4 

~:i------7:7 

It is seen that the acreage in wheat for the United States 
has increased 24.4 per cent, and for the Southern States there is 
a decrease of 14.7 per cent; for the United States there is an 
increase of 48.8 per cent in bushels produced and only 10 per 
cent for the Southern States, and an increase in yield per acre 
for the United States of 19.5 per cent and 28.9 per cent for the 
Southern States. The signficance of these figures is that while 
there has been an actual decrease in acreage and only 10 per 
cent increase in bushels produced for the Southern States, as 
compared to large increases in both of these directions for the 
United States, the Southern States, in production per acre, 
show much greater increase than is shown for the United 
States. In the essential of successful agriculture, mcrease 
in yield per acre, the South shows its greatest comparative 
progress, and this serves as the best evidence of what can be 
done. 

In the comparison of South Carolina with Minnesota and 
Kansas t.he same significant fact stands out-a large increase, 
29.9 per cent in production per acre, against a slight increase 
for Kansas and an actual decrease of 4 per cent for Minnesota, 
The logic of these figures is that if 1\Iinnesota continues to de
crease in yield per acre, while South Carolina continues to 
increase in the same ratio as in the period covered, the t ime is 
not distant when the production per acre in South Carolina will 
equal that of Minnesota and Kansas. But these facts fail to 
do full justice to the possibilities for wheat growing in the South, 
for, while her average production per acre is only 10.2 bushels, 
it is a fact known of all men that under proper methods of prep
aration and cultivation from 25 to 40 bushels can easily be 
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grown in any of the Southern States. It is only a question of 
raising the average in the direction of the maximum yield, and 
this is to .come as the result of the revolution going on in gen
eral agriculture in the South. What is true of wheat is like
wise true of oats and corn, as the following tables will show: 

A veraue annual production from three years' crops. 

Bushels. Acres. Bushels. 

Oats. Years. Per Increase 
Number. Increase. Number. Increase. acre. per acre. 

------1---1----1----1---- ---------

Per cent. Per cent. 
United States-.1880-82 440,872,330 --------- 17,171,423 -------

Per cent. 
25.7 --------
29.4 14.6 

Twelve South-
190tH>7 800,854,573 102.130,280,838 76.3 

ern States---·18S(H)2 51,955, 77i ---------- 4,132,338 --------~-
2,461,000 -40.4 

12.6 ---------
21.9 74.3 190'5-07 53,940,117 3.8 

South Carolina 188:>-8-2 3, 738,707 -------- 303,933 ---------
191,256 -37.1 

12.3 --------
18.3 48.7 1905-07 3,498 ,2.30 -6.4 

Illino1s--------188o-82 76,060,503 --------- 2,131,171 ----=----- 35.7 ----------
29.6 -16.9 

Corn. 

1905-07 114,072,754 50.0 3,847, 758 80.5 

Years. 

Bushels. Acres. Bushels. 

Number. Per Increase 
Increase. Number. Increase. acre. per acre. 

-----1---1---- ---------------

Per cent. Per cent. Per cent. 
Un.ited States 1880-821,509,791,881 ---------- 64,079,801 ---------- 23.6 ----------

1905-072,742,576,544 81.796,8:)3,317 51.2 28.3 19.0 
Twelve 

Southern 
States _____ ,lSS0-82 38.3,086,302--------- 23,18S,194 -------- 16.6--------

South Caro-
1905-07 671, 541,769 74.4 33,813,456 45.8 19.9 19.6 

lina ________ 1880--82 12,303,700--------- 1,311,052--------- 9.4----------
1905-07 24,633, 031 100.2 1,9"29,445 47.2 12.8 36.1 

Iowa ________ 188(}-82 202,956,480---------- 6,778,227 --------- 29.9----------
1905-07 316,202,459 55.8 9,125,866 3!.6 34.6 15.7 

Here, again, we find that the percentage of increase in yield 
per acre, both in oats and corn, is greatly in favor of the South
ern States as against that of the United States, the actual per
centages being 74.3 per cent for the one, against 14.6 per cent 
for the other. The great State of Illinois, a typical oat-growing 
State, shows an actual decrease of 16.9 per cent in yield per 
acre, while . in South Carolina, where this crop is of only sec
ondary consideration, there is an increase of 48.7 per cent in 
yield per acre. What is true of Illinois with respect to oats is 
also true of Iowa with respect to corn, which shows an increase 
in yield per acre of only 15.7 per cent, as against an increase of 
36.1 per cent for South Carolina. It is true that the production 
in bushels in oats and corn in Illinois and Iowa is, respectively, 
much greater than it is in South Carolina, but the thoughtful 
man must not lose sight of the fact that in the' criterion of real 
progress South Carolina has greatly outstripped both of these 
States. ' 

But, again, I wish to call the attention of the House to the 
difference in average and maximum yield in oats for South 
Carolina, because it is the maximum in everything that inspires 
progress. The average yield in oats in South Carolina accord
ing to the figures is only 18.3 bushels, but in 1882 Col. J. D. 
.Wylie had a yield of 182 bushels from one acre, and last year 
Mr. E. C. Haynesworth, a most reliable and intelligent gentle
man of my district, got a yield of 80 bushels. This does not 
argue that these great records can ever be made averages, but 
they do justify the conclusion that under proper methods the 
average yield may be greatly raised. South Carolina holds the 
world's record for the greatest yield per acre, 254 bushels and 
1 peck, for corn-a record made in 18 D in a world's competi
tive contest in which nearly every State in the Union partici
pated [applause], and a yield of from 50 to 75 bushels per acre 
is becoming common among the best farmers of South Carolina. 
What is true of this State can be said of all the Southern States. 

Agricultural scientists agree that the true basis of agricul
ture is live stock. Can the South raise cattle?· The answer 
is, Can she raise hay, can she grow forage crops? Alfalfa is 
the main reliance of the Western live-stock industry, but the 
birthplace of American alfalfa is in Anderson County, S. C., 
where a plat has been in growth since 1835. So certain is 
the Department of Agriculture that alfalfa can be grown with 
great profit and success in the South that great efforts are 
being made for its general introduction into that section with 
results gratifying beyond expectation. The gentleman who 
owns the plat above referred to writes that he "frequently 
cuts as much as 6,000 pounds per acre in the first and second 
crops" while an Alabama grower had a net return per acre 
of $4.2 from three cuttings of alfalfa last year, and Doctor 
Ramseur, of my State, from what the Department of Agricul
ture terms a "model Southern hay farm," had a yield which 

netted him $60 per acre. But the hay crop of the South is 
by no means dependent upon the success of the efforts to in
troduce alfalfa. Her climate and soil make her the natural 
home of bermuda, the cowpea, and it is our most valuable 
forage crop, the clovers, and vetches of all kinds, and, in fact, 
every forage crop which has its habitat in the temperate zones. 

These are the natural conditions. Are they not suggestive 
of a great cattle-growing section? No section of our country 
can show a more inviting prospect for this great industry. All 
that is necessary is to have our people go into the business, 
to lift the quarantine against Southern cattle, and to have the 
Department of Agriculture continue its great work of teaching 
the Southern dairyman the best methods, increasing as it had 
done in the work of the past two years the yield per head of 
dairy cattle $3.75 per month, and the cattle industry will take 
its proper place in the agriculture of the South. 

The trite saying among my people is that "he who raises his 
own hog and hominy not only controls the price of his cotton, 
but makes himself independent." Can the South raise hogs? 
The Department of Agriculture says that "the Southern States 
can produce corn almost as cheaply as the most favored sec
tions of Illinois and Missouri, while the great variety of fruit 
crops, the more nearly continuous grazing and the consequent 
greater immunity from disease give special advantages for prof
itable pork raising which do not exist elsewhere," and the same 
bulletin declares that the South should lead in pork raising, 
while enterprising farmers have proven the same thing over and 
over again. 

Mr. Chairman, I have said somewhere in these remarks that 
the South is or will be the home of the small farmer, the man 
of average means, of limited capital. I undertake to prove it by 
two tables showing the comparative possible net returns of an 
improved farm in South Carolina and one in Iowa, which I 
submit: 

Value of products of an improved fann in South Oa1·olina. 
[Values figured on prices of December 1, 1907.] 

12 acres-12 450-pound bales cotton, 5,400 pounds, at 10 
cents------------------------------------------ $540.00 

360 bushels cotton seed, at 20 cents_____________ 72. 00 
12 acres-420 bushels corn, at 78 cents per bushel (35 bushels 

per acre)---------------------------------------
7 acres-280 bushels oats, at 72 cents per bushel ( 40 bushels 

per acre)---------------------------------------
5 acres-125 bushels wheat, at $1.20 per bushel (25 bushels 

per acre)---------------------------------------
(12 acres following oats and wheat crops, 7 and 5) 12 

tons hay, at $16.50 per ton ( 1 ton per acre)-------~ 

327.60 

201. 60 

150.00 

198.00 
----

36 1,489. 20 
De.duct fertilizer-------------------------------------- 175. 00 

Balance --------------------------------------- 1,314.20 
Average per acre-------------------------------------- 35.52 

Present income of average South Carolina farm____________ 410. 00 
Average per acre-------------------------------------- 11.00 

Value of prodttets of an improved farm in Iowa. 
[Values figured on prices of December 1, 1907.] 

80 acres-2,800 bushels corn, at 43 cents per bushel (35 
bushels per acre)-------------------------------- $1,204.00 

25 acres-1,000 bushels oltts, a.t 38 cents per bushel ( 40 
bushcls per acre)------------------------------- 38~00 

10 acres-250 bushels wheat, at 82 cents per bushel (25 
bushels per acre) ------------------------------- 205. 00 

15 acres-15 tons hay, at $8 per ton (1 ton per acre)--- 120. 00 

130 1,909. 00 
Average per acre-------------------------------------- 14.67 
Present income per avera~e farm in Iowa ---------------- 1, 597.00 
Average per acre______________________________________ 12.20 

The average South Carolina farm of 90 acres, 37 improved, 
under present methods yields an income of $410-$11 per acre
while under improved methods the same acreage will show a 
money >alue of $1,314.20-$35.52 per acre. The average Iowa 
farm of 151 acres, 130 improved, gives a value of $1,597, or 
$12.20 per acre, as against an income of $1,909-$14.67 per 
acre-for an improved farm. It is thus seen that 37 acres in 
South Carolina produce an income of $1,314, while it takes 130 
acres in Iowa to produce $1,909; or, in other words, the yield ' 
per acre in South Carolina is more than two and one-half times 
that of Iowa, and this means that if the average farm of South 
Carolina contained an acreage of improved land equal to that 
of the average Iowa farm the income from it wou1d be $4.,617.60, 
compared to $1,900 for Iowa-142 per cent in favor of the South 
Carolina farm. If we add only 16 acres to the improved land 
of the average farm of South Carolina we shall have a farm 
which will bring a profit equal to that of 130 acres, the im
pro>ed land of the average farm of Iowa. Another point to 
be considered in this connection is-and it bears out my sugges
tion that the South offers an unequaled field for the small 
farmer-that $1,800 will purchase the average farm, 90 acres, 
in South Carolina, while the average farm of Iowa-151 acres, 
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at $75 per acre-will cost $11,325, a considemtion of vast im
portance to the inYestor in farm lands. 

.And, on an $1, 00 investment the Carolina farm pays an an
nual dividend of 73 per cent, as against a 17 per cent dh·idend 
on the Iowa inYcstment of $11,325, an actual difference of 56 
per cent in favor of the Carolina land. But for fear that we 
have not done fuJI justice to the productiveness of the Iowa 
fa1·m we shall quadruple its yield per acre for the Yarious 
products, making each acre of corn yield 140 bushels; oats, 160; 
wheat, 100, and hay, 4 tons, and still the per cent of profit for 
the Iowa farm is 68 per cent as against 73 per cent; while if 
the same proceEs were applied to South Carolina, the dividend 
would amount to 292 per cent. 

These figures are interesting and valuable not so much as 
a comparison, bnt as showing beyond a question, acre for 
acre under like methods, a capability of productiveness of 
Southern lands absolutely unapproached by any other section 
of the country, and in addition to this they show almost bound
less opportunities for the farmer of small capital. Two hun
dred and six: million acres classified as unimpro-.ed farm lands 
and millions of acres of unclassified land in the South await 
the elixir of man's intelligence to lay at his feet their immeas
UTably rich treasures. [Applause.] 

Time does not permit a comprehensi-ve enumeration of the 
South's enormous possibilities for fruit and truck growing. It 
is sufficient to say that in the last six years wonderful strides 
haye been made in these lines, and that to the man of care and 
intelligence they have brought stupenduous returns. This in
dustry is in its infancy and is most in>iting. 

Such, 1\Ir. Chairman, are our possibilities, such are our op
portunities, such is the record we ha-.e made, and to-day we 
stand upon the threshold of a great future, the greater tri
umphs lie before us. Nature has smiled upon this fair land, 
and the smile has brought joy to the hearts of its people and 
strength to their arm. The celebrated poet, Emerson, said, 
"America is another name for opportunity," and that unique 
character, Greeley, enjoined, "Young man, go West and grow 
up with the country," but if the great poet and the great phi
losopher and editor could see the South .as she is to-day, with 
her snowy fields of cotton, her mountains of minerals, her . -.ast 
forest areas, her rich granite beds, her coal and iron deposits, 
her fertile plains and unequaled clima.te, her long seacoast in
dented with incomparable harbors, her ri-.ers lacing her like 
ribbons of silver, and he1· reawakened, confident, and conquering 
people, the conclusion of the one would be, "The South is another 
name for opportunity" [applause], and the injunction of the 
other, "Young man, go South and grow up with the country." 
[Applause.] Mr. Chairman, we read in Holy Writ of a-
good lund, a Iu.nd of brooks of water, of fountains and depths that 
spring out of valleys and hills ; a land of wheat and barley and vines 
and tig trees and pomegranates; a land oi olive oil and honey ; a land 
where.in thou shalt eat bread without scarceness, thou shalt not l~ck 
anything in it; a land whose stones are iron, and out of whose h1lls 
thou mayest dig brass. 

.And to me it reads like an inspired description of the South 
fronting the future, confident, buoyant, thrilled by an all-per
vading spirit of progress. [Loud applause.] 

I resene the balance of my time, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. REID. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask how much 

time the gentleman from South Carolina has left. 
Tile CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina has 

occupied fifty-six minutes. 
Mr. REID. How much time would he have remaining, Mr. 

Chairman? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has four minutes re

maining. 
Mr. COOK of Colorado. 1\Ir. Chairman, having introduced 

a bill for the restoration of the duty on manganese iron ore, 
I will ask the indulgence of the honorable Members of this 
House for a short time and read the bill. It is as follows : 
A bill (H. R. 19365) to provide revenue for the GoYernment and to 

encoura~ the mining and shipping of manganese iron ore in the 
United States. 
Be it enacted, etc., That on and af~er the 1st day of 1\Iay, 1998, 

there shall be levied, collected, and prud upon all manganese ore un
ported from foreign countries the sum of 40 cents per gross ton of 
2,24.0 pounds. 

The schedule of 40 cents per ton duty was in force on 
foreign importations of manganese and all other iron ore prior 
to July, 1SD7, and was effective for years and is still in effect 
on all other iron ores, except manganese ore. 

At the special session of the Fifty-fifth Congress, after the 
Senate had passed the bill introduced by Senator BACON, of 
Geor"in to increase the duty on manganese ore from 40 
centsb t~ S1 per ton for the protection of American producers 
and American labor, the wage being four times greater paid 
than the extraordinary cheap pauper labor in Russia, Chile, Bra-

zil. Japan, and Cuba for mining manganese ore, and in addition 
to this competition a minimum ballast rate from Odessa, Itussiay 
Brazil, Chile, and Cuban ports was and is now being made to 
New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore, which, c-.en before the 
duty was taken off by the Republican conferees of the House of 
Hepresentatives and the Senate, the competition hereinbefore 
named made it difficult to compete in the open market with 
foreign producers. 

The conferees from the House of Representatives was com
po ed of the honorables l\Ir. Dingley, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. DALZELL, 
1\Ir. HoPKINS, Mr. Grosvenor, Mr. DAILEY, Mr. McMillan, and . 
i\Ir. White of Alabama. 

The majority of the conferees of this committee were, then 
and now, pronounced protectionists; notwithstanding this fact, 
emphasized, they caused the conferees of the Senate, the honora
bles Ur. ALLISON, Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. Platt of Connecticut, Mr. 
BURRows, Mr. Jones of Arkansas, 1\Ir. Jone of Nevada, Mr. 
White, and 1\Ir. Vest, to agree in conference to a free duty on 
manganese ore, effective July, 1897, and since that time almost 
the entire consumption of manganese ore for making spiegeleisen 
by the steel mills of the United States-and without the mix
ture of spiegeleisen steel products of every description can not 
be made-has been imported free of duty from foreign coun
tries, thereby , resulting in great loss to the United States Gov
ernment, for a duty on 207,068 tons (of 2,240 pounds) of man
ganese ore received at the different ports of entry in the United . 
States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1007, as shown by the 
statement furnished by the Secretary of the Treasury at my 
request. 

Therefore by placing manganese ore on the free list at the 
time hereinbefore stated in a great measure totally destroyed 
the output of mining and shipping manganese ore for steel
making pmposes in the following States : 

Colorado, Ark:msas, Califoruia, Georgia, Tennessee, Vh·giniu, and 
West Virginia. 

The following extracts from the debate in the United States 
Senate, taken from the Co!'l"G.RESSIONAL RECORD of J uly 3, 1897, 
upon placing manganese ore on the free list, is respectfully 
submitted: 

Mr. B..&coN. I did not hear the Senator from Iowa with respect t o 
the amendment which he suggested relative to manganese ore. 

1\Ir. ALLISO:Y. It was simply to put on the free list manganese ore 
not otherwise provided for. There is a duty upon manganese ore. 

1\Ir. BACOY. I simply desire to say that according to the best in
formation I can get from those familiar with the subject that is an 
amendment the practical effect of which is to put all manganese ore 
on the free list That is the assurance given to me by those who are 
interested in it and who have knowledge of all the features of this par
ticular ore. I am quite sure the :Senator ca.n get that information if 
those are appealed to who have the requisite knowledge. 

:Mr. ALLisos. I will sa.y to the Senator from Georgia that it iB not 
our nurpose to pnt manganese ore on the tree li t. I think very likely 
the amendment as it stands now will have the effect to put most of it 
on the free Jist, but I hope that it will be changed later on. 

Mr. BAcox. I desire to state, in this connection, that I occupy the 
same po ition in reference to that particular raw material that I do in 
reference to all others. I think the putting of raw materials produced 
in this country, which are to be used by manufacturers, upon the free 
list is the most odious and unjust form of protection which can be de
vi ed. My information is that that will be the effect of the amend
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. I am opposed to protection 
bused upon the protective principle, and I am opposed to free raw ma
terials because I am opposed to protection. 

I believe in revenue duties, and I believe in those revenue duties be
ing impartially imposed. I think the question is not one between free 
trade and tarilr duties. I think we are compelled to have a tarifl', and 
that the question is really one which relates to what is a proper tariff 
and what is an improper tarifl', and not a question as between free 
trade and tarifl' duties. I think a. tariff which puts upon the free list 
raw material produced in this countr;y is an improper tarifl', one in 
which there is an improper discrimination, one in which the legitimate 
and necessary effect is protection, I repeat, of the rankest, most of
fensive, and most unjust form. Ordinary protection is given to the 
manufacturer at the expense of the great mass of consumers. But tree 
raw mn.terials for the manufacturer is none the les protection, but it 
is protection to the manufacturer at the expense of the producer o.f the 
raw material. .. 

Mr. President. the Senator from Iowa says he anbc1pates fha~ this 
may be changed, and consequently what I say now I suggest stmply 
because I will not have an opportunity to be heard before the tribunal 
by which it is proposed to be changed. 

:Mr. TELLER. can see no reason why manganese. should be pu_t on 
the free list any more than iron ore or coal or variOus other articles. 
If the committee intend to do that-! have rather understood they 
did not-they ought to give some reason for it. The Senator !':llys he 
hopes it will be arranged later. If that means in conference. it is a 
very unsatisfactory disposition of the case, it seems to me. \Ve have 
practically no control over it, and while we do not want to be put .in a 
position of making unnecessary delay and contesting all these questions, 
it seems to me we had better fix it right bere. If tbe committee do not 
mean to put manganese of all kinds on the free list, let them specify 
what kind they do want to put on. 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to ask the Senator from Iowa how there can be a 
conference on the question of manganese when the House put it on the 
tree list and it is retained in the free list by the cnate. I do not see 
how there can be any question in conference. I! the bill passes the 
Senate with manganese on the free list, it looks to me that will be the 

· end of it. • 
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Mr. ALLISON. By an amendment the other day we placed a duty of 

$1 a ton upon all manganese ore containing less than 40 metallic 
units1 and then we put manganese ore not specially provided for on 
the rree list, so that the whole question is open for conference. 

The Senator from Colorado says, Why not fix it here instead of walt
lug for the conference? I think myself that the metallic unit should 
be 50 instead of 40, but I do not know. 

1\Ir. TELLER. I do not. 
Mr·. ALLISON. I am not supposed to know to a certainty:. We did 

the bes t we could after consulting the people respecting 1t. As the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] very well says to me, we have 
telegraphed for information from other people. We will have the 
whole matter in conference, to be justly dealt with, as we intend to 
deal with it. If Senators want to have it disposed of now, they can 
dispose of it, of course. 

Mr. BACON. Manganese is found in a very few localities in the United 
Stat es. It is in Georgia, Alabama, Virginia, and Arkansas, and pos-
sib~r.t~;~·;:~.sc~fo~d~orth Carolina. 

l\1r. Baco:s-. And Colorado also, the Senator from Colorado states. I 
was not aware of that fact. 

As I understand, it is used in the manufacture of all steel. Why 
thet·e should be any disposition on the part of those who are in charge 
of the bill in any degree to take from this material that which is so 
freely and liberally granted in all other directions, I am unable to say 
or di-vine. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me? 
Mr. BACON. Cert ainly. 
1\Ir. PLATT of Connecticut. I was in favor of a duty on mangamese 

ore. 'l'he House put it on the free list. The Senate then P.Ut $1 a 
ton on manganese ore. Then it was represented to the committee that 
to change it so that manganese ore containing less than 50 metallic 
units would operate practically to put a duty upon all the ore which 
really came in competition with American ore. The committee ac· 
cepted that theory of it and were about to change it in that way. 
Then we were persuaded to reduce it to 40, and that is the way it 
stands now. 

I think perhaps a mistake has been made. I should like to go back 
to :)1 a ton on manganese ore, but we are necessarily compelled now to 
seek accurate information, which we have not at the present time. 

Mr. BACON. I trust the Senator will secure it. I have been assured 
within the past twenty-four hours by a gentleman who professes to 
know all about this subject, and who is very largely interested, that 
the practical effect of the proposed amendment is to put it upon the 
free list. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I am afraid it is. 
!r. BAcoN. Senators suggest that they have not iniormation to en

able them to act upon the matter at this time, and it will have to go 
before the conference committee, at which time and place, I am sorry 
to say, I will not be in a position to be heard. Of course we can, as 
su~gested, offer a subsequent amendment. 

Mr. CLAY. I understood the Senator !rom Iowa to say that he is con
sulting in regard to the matter and expects to change it before the bill 
passes the Senate, not waiting until it goes into conference. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. ALLiso:s-. I can say that it will b~ impossible to agree with 
everything and everybody on this bill before it reaches conference. I 
did say to the Senator from Georgia that I hoped we might arrange it 
before the bill finally passed the Senate, and I do, but of course it 
can not be arranged at this moment; and the amendment I offered a 
moment ago was to make it absolutely certain that the whole question 
would go into conference. If Senators wish to dispose of it now or at 
any time, the bill is open to amendment, and they can propose any 
amendment they choose. The committee is trying to do the best it can 
about the matter, and will endeavor to treat it fairly. That is all I 
have to say. 

Mr. BA-CON. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to make a sugges
tion in furtherance of the desi-re expressed by himself? If this amend
ment is not put upon the committee amendment pre-viously adopted, 
the whole matter will go into conference, because as it came from the 
House manganese was on the free list. If the Senate puts it on the 
taxed list, of course the whole subject is open for the action of the con
ference. But, on the contrary, if the Senate, by the present amend
ment, puts it back on the free list, will the subject be any further open 
to confe-rence between the two Houses? If I am in order, I will make 
the motion. I have not the paragraph before me, and I can not tell 
exactly what the phraseology should be. 

The Vrc:m-PRESIDE~T. It is on page 175. 
Mr. BACON. I will move that the paragraph be so amended as to put 

manganese ore on the tax list at a dollar a ton. 
The Vxc:m-PRESIDENT. There is an amendment pending, the amend

ment of the committee, on page 169, paragraph 505. Will the Senator 
from Iowa permit that to be withdrawn temporarily, that the motion 
of tile Senator from Georgia may be entertained? 

Mr. QuAY. I hope the amendment of the Senator from Iowa will not 
be withdrawn. The manganese ore is ore which enters into the manu
facture of iron and steel, and in the use of which and duty upon which 
every producer of iron and steel in this country 1s interested. The 
manganese of the grade necessary to produce the higher grades of iron 
and steel is not found in this country except in very small quantities. 

I believe there is manganese in Georgia ; there is manganese in Arkan
sas ; there is manganese in Virginia, and there is a large quantity of 
manganese in Colorado, it is said, but it is of low grade. The Colorado 
manganese is in the form of manganiferous ore, containing, I think, only 
23 per cent of manganese. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 
Mr. QUAY. Certainly. 
M1·. TELLER. We have been shipping quite Large quantities from Colo

rado to the Illinois Steel Company. 
Mr. QuAY. I understand that last year Colorado shipped 13,000 tons 

to the Illinois Steel Company of this low-grade manganese ore, which 
is called " manganiferous ore," and the duty upon it is provided, as the 
Senator from Colorado will find, in paragraph 118, in connection with 
iron ore. It is used in the manufacture of steel ralls. The first prod
uct procured from it is not ferromanganese, the product of the higher 
~:g:. 0~~lt~f5~i~~1y boft tlfie~l~~~ltlOI~u;f 0~ d:f~h u~~'i1 t~i~~~~ 
ganese would be to impose a revenue duty to that extent upon all of 
the manganese imported from abroad. • It would not, I think, benefit 
the Senator from Georgia, and certainly not the Senator from Colo
rado, a cent. If the duty is to be imposed upon the raw material, 
of course it follows that the duty must go upon ferromanganese, which 
is the product. 

I have a paper here upon manganese. I have not devoted much at-

h
tention to this subject, but I have just been glancing over the paper 

anded to me giving the statistics of the manganese ore, which I send 
ttho the desk to have read. I trust the amendment offered on behalf of 

e committee will be adopted. 
Mr. BACON. Upon the assurance gi-ven by Senators that they con

sider that this amendment does not cut off any part of the considera
tion by the conference committee, but that the whole subject will be 
open, I am willing to withdraw the amendment, because at last it is to 
rest with the conference committee. 

Mr. QUAY. I should be glad to have the paper which I sent to the 
desk read or go into the RECORD anyhow. I want it to go before the 
conference committee. As a matter of course, the entire subject will 
be before the conference committee, and I hope the conferees will adhere 
to the determination of the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. 1 will simply state in this connection, as we will not 
have an opportunity to be heard before the conferees, that the freight 
upon ~anganese ore from the point of mining to the mills where the 
steel 1s made exceeds the cost of water transportation on similar ore 
of. either a higher or lower grade brought from other countries to the 
mills for the same purpose. There is a very large amount of it, I un
derstand, in Central America close to water transpoTtation. Upon the 
assurance that the Senate conferees will have the entire subject-matter 
open and that the amendment proposed by the committee will not cut 
off any part of it, I will withdraw the amendment which I offered. 

'l'he PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BURROWS in the chair). -The Chair un
derstands that the Senator from Georgia withdraws his amendment. 

Mr. QuAY. Let the paper I sent to the desk be read. I prefer to put 
it in the RECORD in that form. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be printed without being read. 
Mr. QuAY. I wlll .agree that it shall be printed without reading. 
The PRESIDING O~'FICER. Without objection, the paper will be prlnted 

in the RECORD without reading. 
The paper referred to is as follows : 

MANGANESE ORES. 
Manganese ore bears the same relation to the metal' manganese as 

iron ore does to the metal iron, or lead ore to lead, and in commerce 
runs from 45 to 55 per cent manganese, and must be low enough in 
phosphorus to make a metal that shall not contain on an average 
twenty-five one-hundredths of 1 per cent phosphorus. All manganese 
ores contain more or less of iron. 

Manganiferous ore is an iron ore containing from 3 to 20 per cent 
of manganese. The higher grade is foreign and supply limited. Colo
rado is producing some 28 per cent manganese ore. The prominent 
supply in this country is from the Lake Superior region, and contains 
from 3 to 8 per cent of manganese. 

USES. 
Manganese ore is used to make ferromanganese, which contains-

Per cent. 
Manganese-------------------------------------------------- 80 
Iron------------------------------------------------------- 12 
Carbon----------------------------------------------------- 8 

Total------------------------------------------------ 100 
Manganiferous ores are used to make spiegeleisen, which 1s ordi

narily of two grades--one containing 10 per cent manganese, the other 
20 per cent manganese, the remaining percentage being iron with 
carbon, etc. About twenty-five one-hundredths of a ton of manganese 
ores is used with the manganiferous ores to produce a ton of spiegel
eisen to get the proper grade. 

Ferromanganese (metal) is used in the manufacture of steel, princi
pally in low-carbon steel. The manganese is to remove the oxide of 
iron in melted steel, and the carbon to add the percentage necessary. 

Spiegeleisen (metal) is used for high-carbon steel, like steel rails, 
permitting of adding more carbon without increasing the manganese. 

SUPPLY OF MANGANESE ORES. 
About 9 per eent of the supply was imported in 1894 and 1895 and 

95 per cent will be imported in 1897. 
The importations are as follows : 

Year. Gross 
tons. Value. 

1891 ___________________________________________ ._________ 71,400 $534, ()()() 

1895-----------------------------·----------------------- 66,600 545,000 
1896 ____________ ------------------------------------------ 60,000 567,487 
1897 (estimated)----------------------------------------_ 120,000 1, 250, ooo 

The home production has been as follows : · 

Year. 

18!)1 ________________________________________________ _ 

1895------------------------------------------------1896 ____________________________________________ _ 

1897----------------------------------------------

"Will not exceed 1896. 
Distn?Jution, by States. 

State. 

Gross 
tons. 

6,308 
9,547 
7,000 
(") 

1894. 

Tons. 
Arkansas----------------------------------- 1, 9:34 California____________________________________ 278 
Georgia------------------------------------- 1,277 

~:~~~~~a===================--============-·--~ 
We:-Fvir-gwa::===::=--=--==========--====--============~ 

1

' m 
TotaL------------------------------------ 6,308 

In 1893 the production way 7,718 tons. 

Valn c. 

$-'>3, 63.5 
71, 769 
50, 000 
(") 

1895 

Ton s. 
2, 99! 

525 
3, 856 

---·---400 
1, 715 

-----
9, 547 
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SEARCH FOR 1\U.NGA..l'<"ESE ORES. 

The manufacturers of steel in this country have searched in every 
State for manganese ore and since the Crimora mine in Virginia 
closed in 1892, no other 'deposit of any size of merchantable ore has 
been found. Large sums of money are being spent annually in· such 
search, and, as an extra inducement to development, a higher price 
is offet·ed and paid for domestic ores than for the foreign ores. ~n 
this country the deposits are all in pockets of small and uncertam 
size, particularly in .Al·kansas and Virginia. The former ore is too 
high in phosphorous to work alone, and low phosphorous _or~s must 
be imported to mix with it. Likewise the bulk of the Vu·gmia de
posits are useless on account of containing too much phosphorous. 

COLORADO. 

It has been stated that Colorado could produce almost sufficient 
manganese ore to supply this country. '!'his is erroneous, as Colorado 
produces no manganese ore, or practically none, the product being a 
manganiferous iron ore containing 22 to 28 per cent manganese, and 
is used in the manufacture of spiegeleisen containing 20 pet· cent man
ganese, anu principally at the works of the Illinois Steel Company, 
for which purpose they are us ing it at the present time. Colorado 
produced 13,46-! tons of such ore in _1896, which 'Yould. make about 
18.000 t ons of spiegel, while the req.mrement for spiegel m 1896 was 
a bout 85 000 tons and this is outside of the use of fetTomanganese, 
which requires high -grade imported manganese ores, containing 45 to 
G5 per cent manganese. 

Mr. Chairman, the Republican party in its national platform 
for the past forty-five years has proclaimed the doctrine of the 
protectiYe-tn.riff principle for American labor and capital against 
the pauper labor and cunning capital of foreign monarchy. 

From the great Morrill tariff bill to the Dingley bill, in a 
measure, the House of Representu.tives and the Senate of the 
United States have protected the American miner, laborer, and 
manufacturer of raw material of iron ore, steel, coal, coke, 
gol<l, copper, lead, zinc, lumber, and a thousand other things 
originally produced in the United States. 

Why Congress should discriminate against manganese ore 
that must be used in the manufacture of steel rails und all 
other steel structural formations und put it on the free list is 
a glaring inconsistency and smacks sh·ongly of special legisla
tion for Rpecial manufacturers. 

If iron ore is favored by a high protectiYe tax and 35,000,000 
taus were mined and shipped in the United States during the 
year of 1907 to exclude foreign competition, it is certainly rea
sonable that 40 cents or e-ven $1 per ton as a duty passed by ·the 
Senate should be placed on the peculiar metal, manganese, that 
is absolutely necessary to make a durable and perfect steel rail, 
as ,veil as all other manufactured steel products, owing to the 
fact that manganese gives iron a greater tensile strength, elas
ticity, and elongation. 

Mr. Chairman, when wealthy American man~facturers import 
free pauper labor and free cheap ore they are indirectly cutting 
their own throats at the temporary saving of a few dollars and 
heaping hot coals on the heads of intelligent American miners, 
not only in Colorado but in many other States of the Union. 

Before manganese ore was placed on the free list by the con
ferees of the House I was the largest shipper of manganese ore 
in the United States; have shipped from Leadville, Colo., more 
than 125,000 tons of manganese ore for steel manufacturing 
purposes, mined by American labor, the wage paid being $3 per 
<lay for miners and $4 per day for engineers and pump men, 
precisely the same wage as paid by mine operators in Colorado 
for mining gold, silver, lead, und copper bearing ores, in com
petition with a wage of 60 to 75 cents per day paid for mining 
manganese ore in Russia, Chile, Brazil, Japan, and Cuba, to the 
absolute injury of intelligent American labor. From these 
countries the supply is now coming in ballast to the United 
States and used by all of the steel mills in our country, except 
the Colorado Fuel and Iron Company, of Pueblo, Colo. (the only 
steel works west of Chicago), and since the establishment of 
the Colorado Steel Works in 1880 (twenty-eight years) have 
used more than 500,000 tons of Leadville manganese ore for 
makino- spiegeleisen, the mixture with pig iron, for reasons 
hereinbefore stated, mixed in converting furnaces producing 
steel ingots from which merchantable steel is rolled into shape. 

Mr. Chairman, millions of tons of iron (hematite) ore in the 
1\fesnbn, Goegebec, and Menominee ranges of Michigan and 
Minnesota are mined in open cuts with steam shovels, and placed 
on cars at cost of 26:} cents per ton; this ore is protected by 
duty, as it should be. · . 

The a Yerage cost for mining manganese ore and putting on 
cars at Leadville, Colo., is $2.77 per ton, and mined at depths 
of 300 to 640 feet from surface, and through· 1erticle shafts, 
with long distance underground for miners to push tram cars 
to the station level. 

The cost of mining and washing manganese ore in the States 
of Virginia, West Virginia, Tennessee, Georgia, and Arkansas 
has been $5 per ton, owing to the washing process required to 
make the ore marketable. 

I take from the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD of July 3, 1897, the 
debate for placing manganese ore on the free list: 

Mr. QuAY. There is manganese in Georgia, there is mang-anese in 
Arkansas, there is manganese in Virginia, and there is a large quantity 
of manganese in Colorado, it is said, but It is of low grade. 

The Colorado manganese is in the form o! manganiferous ore, con-
taining, I think, only 23 per cent of manganese. 

Mr. '.rELLER. Will the ::;enator allow me to interrupt him? 
Mr. QUAY. Certainly. 
Mr. TELLER. We have been shipping large quantities of manganese 

ore from Colorado to the Illinois Steel Company, Chicago. 
Mr. QUAY. I understand that last year Colorado shipped 13,000 tons 

to the Illinois Steel Company of this low-grade manganese ore, which 
is called manganiferous ore, and the duty upon it is provided as the 
Senator from Colorado will find in paragraph 118 in connection with 
iron ore. 

It so happened, Mr. Chairman, I was the shipper of the 13,000 
tons of manganese ore to the Illinois Steel Company, Chicago, 
from Lead ville. 

I regret Senator Quay was given incorrect information as to 
the per cent of manganese "being 23 per cent," while in fact 
the per cent was 30 manganese and 18 per cent of iron in com 
bination, and the contract price, based on these figures and set 
tlements· paid for accordingly and shipped and paid for as man 
ganese ore, per contract. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, any practical chemist or metallurgist in 
the United States will say manganese does not exist in its pure 
state in any part of the world, where deposits are known to 
exist, but metallic iron is found invariably in combination with 
the manganese, which is manganiferous iron ore, the 207,068 tons 
of manganiferous iron ore that was received for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1D07, at the following customs districts, as fur 
nished by the Secretary of the Treasury : 

Baltimore------------------------------------- - -----
Boston and Charlestown----------------------------

~::~~;k~~-~~~--~~_:-~~~~_:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-~~~~=~~~ 
Philade!phia-------------------------------------- ------· New Orleans __ ___________________ --------------------- __ 
San F:ranciscO------------------------------------------· 

g~~~a-£c=~~=::.:.~~~~-=.-::~~~~~~~~-=-~~~~=-=~~=-=---=-~~::= 

Tons. 

111,546 
2 

117 
7,349 

87,-098 
475 
53 

355 
73 

TotaL __ ...... ____ _________________________ ,_______ 207,068 

Value. 

$766,512 
73 

1 , 322 
149,9.33 
730,625 

4,0-!3 
2,424 

15,473 
2,229 

1,672,654 

Should have paid a duty to the Government of 40 cents per 
ton. or the sum of $82,800 for the year, for the good and suffi
cient reason each and every ton of this foreign ore was manga
niferous iron ore, but a Department ruling by the Assistant 
Secretary of the Treasury, W. B. Howell, delegated within him
self the powers only granted under the law to the Congress of 
the United States, the Tre.:'lsury Department has, and still main
tains, this manifestly unfair ruling, resulting in great loss of 
reYenue to the Government, as hereinbefore stated. 

March 1, 2, 3, 1808, I personally appealed to the Board of Gen
eral Appraisers, New York, furnishing Col. George C. Tichenor, 
president of the Board, with analysis of foreign "manganese" 
ore from samples of ore taken while unloading cargoes at the 
ports of New York and Baltimore, showing conclusively the 
ore was manganiferous, containing manganese and iron in com
bination. After making this showing of facts to President Tich
enor on March 4, 1808, he recommended to Assistant Secretary 
w. B. Howell, of the Treasury, instructions be given collectors 
of customs to assess the duty at 40 cents per ton, prescribed 
in schedule "C" on all ore containing metallic iron and manga
P.ese in combination without regard to the percentage or invoice 
designation, whether as iron-ore manganese, manganiferous, or 
oxide of manganese or otherwise. 

On March 10, 1898, after several personal interviews in this 
city with officials of the Treasury Department, I wrote Hon. 
W. B. Howell, Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, as follows 

I beg to call your attention to my conversation of Tuesday last, 
and referring to letter to you from Senator Wolcott, under date larch 
2 your reply, dated March 5, as follows: 

' " I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 2d 
instant, in which you request to be advised as to the Department's 
definition of the term "manganese ore," the Department decided that 
manganiferous ores, to be entitled to free entry as manganese ore 
under the provision therefor in the ft·ee list of the tarifr act then in 
force, must contain 50 per cent or over of manganese in quantity and 
not over 10 per cent of iron. 

" This rule was laid down for the general guidance of custom 
officers, but in some cases, when the percentage of manganese was 
slightly less than 50 per cent, say, from 40 to 44 per cent, importa
tions were admitted free as manganese ore when valuable only for the 
manganese contained therein. 

"W. B. HOWELL, 
• "Assistant Sect·etary." 

As the producers of manganese ore in the States of Colorado, 
Georgia, Arkansas, Tennessee, Virginia, and West Virginia, we under-
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stand the free list is only to apply on straight manganese ore (if 
obtainable) or, to be explicit, manganese ore carrying no metallic 
iron. Th~se two metals in combination, being manganiferous iron ore, 
therefore should pay duty of 40 cents per ton, etc. 

Nmv, Mr. Chairman, it is quite noticeable the '.rreasmy De
partment changed their ruling to admit the ore free of duty as 
the character of ore changed in per cent of metallic contents. 
The facts are, of the 207,0G8 tons arriving for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1!)07, over 1!)0,000 tons analyzed much less than 
50 per cent manganese, and each and every ton car~ied metallic 
iron in combination, or, to be specific, manganiferous iron ore, 
by departmental ruling, in -violation of the law, has passed 
free of duty for nearly eleven years; an unusual usurpation 
of 11retended authority and manifestly unfair discrimination 
again t (at that time) a growing industry in the States named. 

The result, Mr. Chairman, has been to destroy almost entirely 
the mining and shipping of manganese (manganiferous iron 
ore) in the United States. 

Hepresentatives of certain interests will tell you there is no 
manganese (manganiferou ) ore in the United States. Lead
vill e, Colo., has since 1 79-twenty-nine years-mined and 
shipped over 2,400,000 tons. Of this enormous tonnage 670,000 
tons were shipped to the Colorado Fuel and Iron Company Steel 
Works, Pueblo, Colo., and the Illinois Steel Company, Chicago, 
for t eel manufactured products; the remaining 1,730,000 tons 
to the Colorado Smelters for the fluxing and separation of silver, 
lead., gold, and other valuable ores, a charge of 30 per cent of 
iron being required for each and every mixture charge in the 
blast furnaces at these smelters. 

I quote these figures of ouqmt of Colorado manganese ore 
to show the great injustice done by the governmental Bure.:'lu 
of Statistics, and quote from their figures, as given in the CoN
GRESSIONAL RECORD of July 3, 1897, the tonnage of manganese 
ore produced in the years of 1893, 1894, and 1895, in the States 
of Arkansas, California, Georgia, Tennessee, Pennsylvania, Vir
ginia, and West Virginia, a total of 23,573 tons, while the ton
nage of manganese ore produced in Colorado is left out entirely, 
which amounted to the large tonnage of 219,445 tons for the 
years 1893, 1804, and 1805. 

The Bureau of Statistics figures, absolutely unreliable, was 
done for the specific purpose of misleading unknowing Members 
of the Fifty-fifth Congress, or part of the programme of the 
secret alliance formed in the House and Senate, through mis
representations or misapprehension. There was but little 
mangn.nese ore in the United States; therefore the scheme to 
place manganese ore on thB free list was by unfair methods 
accomplished, which has resulted in a loss of revenue to the 
Government since 18D7 of nearly $1,000,000. 

The conferees of the House, in their great haste to place man· 
ganese ore (which, as hereinbefore stated, does not exist ex
cept in name), through their inexperience as practical chemists, 
metallurgists, or manufacturers of steel products, should have 
been requested and also had stipulated "manganiferous iron 
ore" (manganese and metallic iron in combination) be placed 
on the free Jist, and the alliance would then ha-ve accomplished 
the purpose they originally started out to do. Notwithstanding 
the daily pledge then and now made by the majority of the 
conferees of the House of Representatives, they at all times 
stood for the protection of American industries and Amelican 
labor. 

In the presentation of these indisputable facts of the great 
injustice by the conferees of the House of the Fifty-fifth Con
gress, your favorable consideration and cooperation is earnestly 
requested to restore the duty on manganese ore, thereby carry
ing out the protective principles and pledges of the Republican 
party, in the interests of American capital and labor. [Loud 
applause.] 

l\lr. Chairman, I will send to the desk and ask that the Clerk 
read a resolution, and at a later date I will ask that the matter 
be heard before this House. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. CooK] 
offers a resolution, which the Clerk will read in the gentleman's 
time. · 

The Clerk read as follows: 
R esolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 

requested to send to the House of Representatives full information 
by what authority of law 207,068 tons of "manganese" ore (or 
manganiferous iron ore) were admitted free of duty at the ports of 
entry, New York, Baltimore, Boston, N.ewark, N. ;r., Philadelphia, New 
Orleans, San Francisco, Chicago, and Cincinnati for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1007. 

lHr. REID. lHr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 

from Arkan&'lS rise? 
Mr. REID. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. LEVER] 

reserved the balance of his time, which was four minutes, and 
yielded that much time to me. 

The CHAIR:\IAN. The gentleman from .Arkansas is recog
nized for four minutes. 

Mr. REID. Mr. Chairman, I was Tery much interested in 
the remarks of the able chairman of the Committee on Agri
culture relating to the extension of the forest sur-veys of the 
country, and I had intended to discuss that subject at some 
little length if I could secure the time, but, not being able to 
do so, I now ask the unanimous consent of the committee, at the 
expiration of the time allotted to me, to extend my remarks 
upon the subject in the RECORD. 

'.rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. REID] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the REcoRD. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. REID. Mr. Chairman, in the last few months, by the proc

lamation of the President, there has been withdrawn from the 
public domain in the State of Arkansas something like 2,000,000 
acres of land, which have been set apart as forest reserves. This, 
it will be noticed, is an area almost as great as the combined 
acreage of the two States of Rhode Island and Delaware. It is 
two-thirds as large as Connecticut and nearly half as large as 
New Jersey. It brings the aggregate area of the national forest 
reserves up to the dignity of a territorial domain greater than 
all New England and the State of New York combined. Parallel 
with the expanding area of the national forest reserves is also 
the steadily increasing importance of the Forestry Service and 
the broadening application of the policies they have inaugu
rated. From the proposition to set aside a few areas on ac
count of the peculiar conditions that existed we have advanced 
to an entirely new policy with reference to the public domain, 
at least so far as the country is concerned. In many respects 
it is an extreme departure from the idea that we ha-ve for 
long years entertained in regard to the power and purposes of 
the Federal Government in the disposition of the public lands. 

I deem it, Mr. Chairman, as highly important that we 
should examine carefully the scope and purpose of this new 
movement and test it by the principle which constitutes the 
framework of our Government before proceeding so far that 
mistakes can not be remedied. Arguments that our forests may 
be made a source of great revenue are alluring, but ours is not 
a monarchial government. Our domain is not held as a source 
of profit to the State, but that it might become homes for the 
American people and that every citizen might select where he 
pleased. Arguments that it is not intended to interfere with 
the homesteader may tend to popularize the movement, but a 
careful examination will disclose that the services can not be 
properly administered and its a vowed purposes accomplished 
consistent with a liberal construction of the homestead law. 
The establishment of the homestead law within the reserve 
must be consistent with the purposes of the reserve. We had 
as well meet the matter fairly. If we establish the policy we 
must recognize it as a long step toward eradication of the 
homestead laws. If this is to be done, and surely something 
must be done to conserve the timber resources of the country 
and in the interest of navigation, what are the rights of the 
States to whose taxable values these lands would otherwise have 
added? No well-informed man will deny that to the operation 
of the homestead laws, perhaps more than any other one thing, 
is due the wonderful development and progress of the West. 

When the act of March 3, 1901, was passed vesting in the 
President the power to make these reservations, no general 
notice was taken of the fact in the State of Arkansas, for the 
reason that until then but a few people were aware that enough 
public lands of the required character were lying contiguous in 
the State to constitute a reserve of any consequence. Still 
fewer conceived the idea that the public good required the segre
gation of the lands for such \1 purpose. When the proclama
tion of the President attractetl general attention .to the fact, 
most people were inclined to look with apprehension upon the 
movement. The fact is well known to the people of that State 
that a large per cent of the lands embraced in these reserves 
are susceptible of a high state of cultivation in the ordinary 
crops of the country, and a still larger per cent would maintain 
orchards and vineyards of the highest order. In short, the fact 
is that most of these lands can be made homes for the people. 
They are high and healthy and with an abundance of pure 
water and other conditions that invite settlement and develop_. 
ment. The State, in advertising her resources and inviting im
migration from overcrowded sections of the country, has 
pointed to her vast public domain as available for homestead 
entry and development. We have looked forward to the time 
when these lands should become the subject of private owner
ship and go upon the tax books of the counties in which they 
lie and contribute their share toward bearing the public burdens 
and maintaining the school systems of the State. 
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It is not denied that the public domain should be admin
istered in the interest of all the people, but the policy est!J.b
lished by the homestead law under which the people of the 
·immediate locality and the State in which the lands lie are 
made to realize the immediate, and the general public the in
direct but not less substantial, benefit is so deeply embedded 
in the minds of the people of the States where the conditions 
exist that they are extremely slow to realize that a great 
benefit may be secured to them and their children by the ap
propriation of these lands to a different purpose. I confess 
that I have reached the conclusion that the establishment of these 
resenes in my ·state is to the public good only after a careful 
examination into the whole question and in spite of precon
ceived ideas to the contrary. To one who will give the ques
tion the thought it deserves it will be made to appear that 
there are overwhelming reasons why these forests should be 
intelligently conserved. Not only is it essential to the per
petuation of an abundant supply of lumber and wood, among 
the chief factors of human progress, but their effect upon 
climatic condition is equally important. Beyond this is the 
still more important fact that the destruction of the forests 
upon the mountain slopes leaves the soil unprotected, and the 
rains, which should add to the productiveness of the earth and 
preserve the equal flow of the water, unrestrained by the sponge
like character of the forests and the fallen leaves, become a 
destructive agency by which the fertile surface soil is carried 
suddenly into the stream below, filling up the channel, obstruct
ing navigation, and forcing the stream from its banks to in
undate the surrounding country, only to be followed by ex
treme scarcity of water in the earth and in the streams as the 
season when it is most needed advances. 

~'hat the control and navigability of the inland streams as well 
as the question of overflow of the lowlands are interdependent 
upon the proper management of the forests on the headwaters 
is no longer open to controversy. These are not speculations, 
bat are based upon clearest scientific principles. So generally 
have these facts come to be recognized and so important are they 
considered to the general welfare that the President, in his mes
sage to Congress December 3, 1007, recommended that-

We should acquire in the Appalachian and White Mountain regions 
all the forest lands that it is possible to acquire for the use of the na
tion. These lands, because they form a national asset, are as emphat
ically national as the rivers they feed and which fiow through so many 
States before they reach the ocean. 

Bills have been introduced looking to the acquirement of title 
to lands situated on the watersheds of navigable streams in 
the Southern Appalachian Mountains within the States of Mary
.land, Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, Kentucky, and 
Tenn2ssee and the White M:otmtains within the States of New 
Hampshire and Maine. In March, 1907, in the agricultural 
appropriation bill, Congress directed the Secretary of Agricul
ture to investigate these watersheds and report to Congress, 
among other things, as to the advisability of setting apart these 
regions as a national forest reserve for the purpose of conserv
ing and regulating the water supply and flow of the streams in 
the interest of agriculture, water power, and navigation. In
vestiO'ation by competent experts bas disclosed that the country 
cons;mes every year more than three times as much wood as is 
beinO' grown in the same length of time, and the commercial 
suppiy, it is estimated, will be exhausted in less than thirty 
years. 
. Recent reports from the Forestry Service show that decisive 
action must be taken at once to a void the destruction of the 
manufacturing interests which depend upon a permanent supply 
of wood. These manufactures embrace the makers of lumber 
and building materials, the manufactures of agricultural imple
ments vehicle makers, cooperage interests, and furniture facto
ries. 'Last year the cotton-milling industry of the South and 
East and the different factories throughout the country suffered 
more than a hundred millions, due to floods traceable to the 
destruction of the forests. This does not include the value of 
crops and other farm property destroyed in the lowlands, in
volving the en ving of banks and destruction of levees. These 
are but a few of the reasons that have given rise to the senti
ment which is national in its scope demanding the creation of 
.forest reserves in all parts of the country. Another thing that 
should be mentioned in this connection is the fact that the estab
lishment of these reserves will operate to prevent the specula
tion in timber so widely carried on under the guise of homestead 
entries, and at the same time, if the forest avowed policy is 
carried out in good faith, such lands as are really best suited to 
agricultural purposes may still be made available for homes 
for the people. 

These reasons, it seem to me, are entirely sufficient to over
come every objection to the movement, even though we entirely 
disregard the sad experiences of other nations in permitting the 

entire destruction of their forests. We learn from information 
collected by the Forest Service that sylviculture was a subject of 
interest more than 2,000 years ago. The pathway of civilization 
has been hew.n through the forests. They are first encountered 
as obstacles and their superabundance regarded as a hindran·ce 
to progress and development. As their borders were gradually 
driven back by waste and destruction, the question of wood sup
ply and building material forced itself forward along with tha 
discovery of the fact that the forest was the controlling factor 
in the flow of the streams and the fertility of the soil. Nations 
that had permitted the wanton destruction of their forests set 
about the slow and expensive process of reforestation. Out of 
the dire necessity of the situation came the recognition of the 
fact that the forests are essential and should be regarded like 
any other crop-fit for the harvest only when ripe, and so man
aged as to be made to grow again. China and Turkey are the 
only remaining civilized nations to-day that do not practice 
forestry. It has been suggested that the standard of the civili
zation of a nation may be determined by its recognition of the 
talue of its forests. The costly experience of France alone in 
suffering the deforestation of her mountain sides and water
shed should be sufficient to warn all other countries. From the 
history of this movement compiled by the Foresh·y Service, we 
learn that more than three hundred years ago the influence of 
the forests upon the dangerous torrents of the Alps and the 
Pyrenees was recognized, and restrictions were prescri~ed 
against clearing the mountain sides, and their violation pun
ished by fines, confiscation, and corporal punishment. 

These restrictions were effective for a time, but they were 
swept a way by the French Revolution, to be followed by the al
most immediate result that the brooks were converted into 
torrents that swept down the mountain sides unchecked, over
flowing the valleys and covering them with sterile soil until 
00,000 acres of farm lands were practically destroyed. The 

inhabitants of eighteen Departments were driven in poverty 
from their homes. Toward the close of the eighteenth century 
conditions had grown so alarming that a reaction began, and 
with the nineteenth century came the movement to repair the 
damage done by the costly mistake. After several unsuccess
ful attempts recourse was had to reforestation. One and a half 
million acres ha Ye been acquired,' and before the work has been 
completed over $50,000,000 will have been spent in the work. 
The changing of the sand dunes on the coast into forests of valu
able wood and the transformation of 2,000,000 acres of sands 
and marshes into a forest worth $100,000,000 are some of 
the practicable results that have been accomplished. Lands 
in France which could be bought for $4 an acre before re
forestation began are now yielding a net annual revenue of $3 
per acre. Thus it is shown that forestry in France has not only 
removed the danger from floods and sand dunes, but has added 
many millions to the natural wealth, and a net annual revenue 
of over $4,700,000. A glance at the statistics compiled upon 
this subject by Mr. Cleveland, of the Foresh-y Service, will show 
that the United States has not exercised its usual spirit of en
terprise and progress upon this subject. 

France took steps in this direction over three hundred years 
ago. The first ordinance of Bern for the regulation of forests 
in Switzerland was issued six hundred years ago, and the 
Shilwald of Zurich, intelligently managed since 1 GO, yields an 
average net annual profit of $12 per acre. Sweden awoke in 
1638 to the fact that her marvelous forests could be destroyed 
by waste and neglect, and appointed her overseers of forest to 
conserve the supply. Denmark stopped the destruction of her 
forests in 1805 and began a management along careful and 
profitable lines. Russia, profiting by the experience of Ger
many and France, began the conservation of her forests two 
hundred and fifty years ago. Protective measures were com
menced in India at the beginning of the nineteenth century, and 
Japan enjoys the distinction and profit of having practiced for
estry before the dawn of the Christian era. Italy and China 
furnished impressive examples of what it costs a nation to 
suffer the destruction of her forests. These facts not only ad
monish us in no uncertain tones that the conservation of our 
forests must be undertaken at once, but that we have suffered 
much by waiting so long to commence. The most important 
fact, however, to which I desire now to call your attention, is 
that these natural forests, where scientifically managed, are 
made to yield a revenue of considerable proportions. 

France and Germany combined have a forest area of only 
14,500,000 acres, and yet reap an annual net revenuo of 
$30,000,000. The total net revenue from the state forest of 
Austria is more than $5,000,000. From three and one-half 
millions of acres in Hungary an annual net rev~nue of $600,000 
is derived. Sweden from the same source ne~s two million per 
annum, and Russia from her 660,000,000 acres realizes ~21,-
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500 000; India, $3,300,000; Japan, $8,000,000. The Forestry 
Ser'vice has compiled a table showing the amount of expendi
ture per acre upon the national forests of the countries where 
they are maintained and tbe net revenue derived therefrom. 
With the exception of the United States it is as follows: 

Country. 
Expendi- Net reve
ture per . nue per 

acre. acre. 

Wmttemberg-------------------------------------- $2.05 
Saxony------------------------------------------------ 3. 00 
Baden------------------------------------------------- 3.58 
Hesse------------------------------------------------- 1.25 
Switzerland------------------------------------------- 1.32 
Prussia----------------------------------------------- 1.58 
Bavaria _______ ------------------------------------------ 1. 99 
France------------------------------------------------- .95 

~l~K~t~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ----------:~r 
R.oumania _______________________________________________ -------------

i;,~~==~:~::::=:~::=::::=::=::=::::::::::::~==::::=~~l------:~-

$6.60 
5.30 
4.42 
4.29 
2.55 
2.50 
2.22 
1.75 

.33 

.32 

.21 
• 18 
.17 
.09 
.032 

From these figures the significant fact appears that the 
greatest net revenues are produced where the greatest expendi
tures have been made. The United States, with an expenditure 
of $0.007 per acre for the year 1005-6, sustained a deficit of 
$12,000, and with an expenditure of $0.093 for 1906-7 realized 
a revenue of $128,659. Now, it is apparent that unless there is 
some obstacle to successful forestry in the United States that 
is not encountered elsewhere our forests will in time become a 
source of enormous and permanent revenue. So far from there 
being any such obstacle, we are told by those to whom the in
\estigation of the question has been committed that we have 
at the \ery start every assurance of success. Many of the con
ditions which have made expensive and burdensome the estab
lishment and maintenance of national forests elsewhere do not 
exist here. There are no forests in the world that exceed ours 
in the value and >ariety of the woods. We have every facility 
for de>eloping them· to the highest state of perfection and trans
porting the products to the most profitable markets. Therefore 
we have every reason to believe that what has been accom
plished elsewhere in this respect we can even improve on here. 
The average net revenue of the nations given in the table ab?ve 
will be found to be something more than $2 per acre. I think 
no one will dispute that the conditions for successful forest~·y 
in this country are at least a third better than the average m 
other countries. We have now embraced within the forest re
serves of this country 164,963,555 acres. If these possibilities 
can be attained, if we can do in this country what has been 
done in others under difficulties we do not encounter, then we 
could derive from these forests the enormous net annual reve
nue of $494,800,665. 

Nearly six millions per annum could be realized from these 
forests in Arkansas alone. Of course these figures are large 
and invite the usual discredit with which new and advanced 
ideas are always assailed, but no good reason can be given 
why the American people can not accomplish here what has 
been done by the less ingenious and enterprising under less 
favorable circumstances elsewhere. To say the least of it, these 
forests properly managed not only protect the flow of the 
streams and the water supply in the earth, which is essential 
to our well-being as a nation, but they will certainly become 
a source of revenue of considerable consequences. Scientific 
forestry in this country is of such recent origin that the question 
of the proper and equitable disbursement of these revenues 
has not yet arisen, but the fact that a net reurn of $128,000 
iii the year 1907 is shown, as against a deficit of $12,000 in 
1906 upon an increased expenditure of only $0.086, shows how 
soon this question will arise. In anticipation of it, V"arious sug
gestions have been made as to what purpose these proceeds 
should be applied to. It is contended by some that they should 
be applied to the acquisition of lands for reforestation upon 
the headwaters of navigable streams where the mountain 
sides have beeen stripped of their timber and where no Gov
ernment land exists. If this suggestion should be adopted, it 
could not, in the nature of the case, be regarded as a permanent 
policy. 

The Forestry Service has not, so far as I am informed, made 
an official recommendation upon the subject, but I have reason 
to believe that they would advise the appropriation of the pro
ceeds for the present to the improvement of existing reserva
tions and the establishment of schools of forestry and instruc
tions in the development and operation of water-power plants 
and the control and measurement of streams. In so far as this 
may be necessary to an effective inauguration of the system 

and the education of the people up to a proper appreciation of 
the possibilities that may be attained by scientific forestry, I 
am not prepared to say that the idea should not be carried out. 
But there is an important and fundamental limitation upon 
these suggestions which I think should be carefully guarded in 
the very beginning, and which I, for one, will never surrender 
without resisting with all the earnestness of which I am capable, 
and that 'is the equity which the localities, the States them
selves, ba ve to the public domain within their borders. As I 
stated in the beginning, the settled policy of the Government long 
since established is to convey the lands to settlers for homes 
and thereby add them to the taxable values of the States. I 
think no one will contend in the face of various adjudications 
upon the subject that the Federal Government could acquire 
lands in the first instance for the purpose of engaging in for
estry. 

Such a purpose does not come within any of the powers con
ferred by the Constitution. It is only where the acquisition is 
necessary to some governmental use and authorized by the Con .. 
stitution that the Federal Government may own and hold such 
property. It was never intended that the Federal Government 
should bold the public domain as a means of engaging in enter
prises, or even for the purpose of fostering and protecting agri
culture or water power. These are matters which pertain to 
the power of the States. In the case of Van Brocklin v. Ten
nessee the Supreme Court said that " the United States do not 
and cim not hold property as a monarch may .for private and 
personal purposes." The property of the United States, like 1ts 
revenues, must be applied to the payment of its debts and to 
provide for the common defense and general welfare. If the 
United States has power to acquire the lands proposed to be 
set apart as the Appalachian and White l\fountain forest re
serves it is because of the fact that the maintenance of forests 
upon these lands are necessary to the proper control of the 
water flow into navigable streams, over which the Federal Gov
ernment has jurisdiction by virtue of the interstate-commerce 
clause of the Constitution. The power to acquire the lands 
for the purpose of protecting the navigability of an interstate 
stream may find ample warrant in the Constitution of the 
United States, but if "t was proposed to acquire these lands 
simply for the purpose of improving the forests and conserving 
the timber supply or developing water power, independent of 
its necessity for interstate commerce, no one will contend that 
authority for such an undertaking could be found in the Fed
eral Constitution. 

In other words, the acquisition and ownership of lands by 
the Federal Government must be for the purpose of exercising 
or carrying out some governmental power or function which 
is found in the Constitution. This being true as to the lands _ 
acquired by the United States, I maintain that the public do
main undisposed of should be administered in view of the same 
governmental power and purposes. The Constitution provides 
that " Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all 
needful rules and regulations, respecting the territory or other 
property of the United States." In this may be found authority 
for the establishment of forest reserves upon the public lands, 
but if it is to become a permanent policy and vast revenues in 
excess of the costs of the administration is to be derived there
from, the question may well be asked, How should these revenues 
be applied and disbursed? . 1We are told by scientific authority 
that the forests should be regarded as any other crop, to harvest 
when ripe and to be handled so as to be made to produce again. 
This is the business in which it is proposed we shall engage 
here. It is shown that intelligent silviculture is a highly prof
itable enterprise. In the old country millions of acres are 
owned by private individuals and maintained for the purpose 
of growing wood and timb~r for market. Now, if the Federal 
Government can reserve the public domain for the purpose of 
growing timber for market, why, upon the same principle, could 
it not fell the timber, clear it up, and rent it out to individuals 
if such a course was found to be profitable? Why could it not 
build houses and tenements upon it and farm it upon shares 
or collect rents? 

None will contend that the appropriation of the public domain 
to such purpose would be within the constitutional powers of 
the Federal Government. Now, the potent influence of the 
forests upon the navigable streams furnishes the authority for 
reserving the lands and perpetuating the forests, but after this 
has been accomplished what is to become of the net re>enue 
which a proper management of the forests will insure? If the 
lands are not resened from entry they gradually become the 
subject of private ownership, find their way to the tax books 
and are added to the property of the State in which they lie. 
I insist that after they haye served the Governmental purpose 
of controlling the fl. ow upon the watersheds of the navigable 
sh·eams the surplus proceeds equitably should go exactly where 
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the lands would have gone had the reserve not been established. 
The Supreme Court has said that the power to regulate com
merce extends to the control of navigable rivers to the extent 
of the right to remove dams or obstructions upon the head
wat rs that diminish or impair na\iga.bility. If the destruction 
of the forests diminish the navigability of the streams, Congress 
may well make the reservation, but the management of the 
forests to conserve the timber supply or to develop the water 
powers within a State should be properly accomplished through 
the agency of the State government. In the case of Fort Leav
enworth v. Lowe the Supreme Court said that the State and 
the General Government may deal with each other in any way 
they deem best to carry out the purposes of the Constitution. 

( 

Be this as it may one thing is certain, the Federal Govern
ment may or may not have the constitutional power to admin
ister the public forests for the purpose of creating a revenue 
and appropriating that revenue as it pleases, but in either 
event good faith upon the part of the Government demands that 
the States should have the benefit of those funds for educa
tional purposes after the costs of administration shall have 
been met. The 10 per cent which is to be paid into the State 
tren sury under existing law for schools and roads recognizes 
the principle, but does not go far enough. The Federal Govern
ment should ha-ve the 10 per cent and the 90 should go to the 
schools and roads of the State. In my judgment we should 
early announce the policy of committing these funds sacredly to 
this purpose. Let it be upon condition that the funds be sup
plemented by a like sum from the State if you will, but make 
it in some way a-vailable for the schools and roads of the State, 
two subjects which, when rightly received, are closely akin. 
Due to the good works of the Agricultural Department an 
earne t demand has been created for the establishment of 
schools where agriculture, mechanics, and home economics may 
be taught, and the youth of the community be afforded the 
foundation for an industrial education. Some of the States 
ha-ve led out in this direction, notably Ohio, Alabama, Wiscon
sin, 1\Iinnesota, Nebraska, and the Dakotas. They have achieved 
most excellent results and have deserved, and in some in
stances recei-ved, recognition at the hands of the Federal Gov-
ernment. , 

I Imow that the objection usually urged against legislation of 
this character is that its general tendency is to obliterate the 
lines of demarkation between the States and Federal Government. 
I am opposed to paternalism, and shall resist every invasion of 
the rights of the States to regulate and control their internal 
and domestic affairs. I shall maintain, however, that this 
principle does not contravene the right of the State to demand 
and receive at the hands of the Federal Government the finan
cial assistance which its enormous powers of raising revenue 
enables it to afford, or to furnish help through its administra
tive agencies, for which it is so amply equipped. There is no 
Member of the House more jealous of preserving the integrity 
of the States than I. I will not lmowingly support any measlire 
that substantially invades this principle. There seems to me, 
sir, to be little gained in our de\otion to this principle by clos
ing our eyes to the fact that many changes have been wrought 
since their early application to conditions as they then existed. 
New conditions have given rise to mutual obligations between 
the States and Federal Government, which, though they were 
not thought of, perhaps, when the Constitution was adopted, 
make them none the less wise to observe and none the less bind
ing upon both. They involve no stretch of the Constitution and 
call for no change unless it be by constitutional methods. I 
believe in calling upon the Central Government for nothing that 
the States can do for themselves, but as our social and indus
trial conditions progress in their wonderful development, we 
are met with broader, more complex, and more comprehensive 
problems. Necessarily, more arise which, in the proper and effi
cient adminish·ation of government, call for the exercise of both 
State and Federal powers. 

I for one regard the fact that both may be called into exer
cise as a source of governmental strength and not of weakness. 
The improvements in transportation and communication which 
have been developed in the last half century have revolution
ized the commercial and industrial system of the whole country 
and made it impossible for the States to deal single-handed 
and alone with many of the problems presented thereby. There 
is no policy more clearly recognized or more firmly established 
than that of Government aid to the schools of the States. This 
is fully shown in the Congressional land--grant act of 1862 
and tlle act of 1 90, appropriating to each of the States $25,000 
for educational purposes. It seems to me to be peculiarly ap
propriate that the proceeds arising from the lands which are 
otherwise held to become homes for American citizens should 
be applied to the education of the American youth in the direc
tion of the agriculturist and the home builder. I have heard 

and read something of the reluctance of the American youth to 
enter the military service of the country. We are being urged 
from certain quarters to make the Army more attractive, in 
order that enlistments may be easier. If I remember correctly, 
the distinguished chairman of the Committee on 1\Iilitary Af
fairs stated on the floor of the House a few days ago that the 
Army was 22,000 short of its authorized strength. I for one 
am ever ready to make ample provision for the necessities of 
sufficient military force to form the nucleus about which the 
American citizen may rally in time of danger and defend this 
country and overcome her foes; but I want to Sa.y that it must 
not be forgotten that supplies by which our armies are to be 
fed, clothed, and maintained, and our ships paid, our pension 
rolls met, must be produced by another army that pitches its 
tents on the country side and gives constant battle to the ele
ments with plow and with blade. 

Let them fail to keep step with the advancing seasons buf 
for a day, and want and famine threaten the prosperity of 
the realm. The failure of their labors for a season means 
more to this Republic than the advance of a foreign foe 1Jpon 
her borders. Recruits, sir, for this army have been hard to 
enlis4 and to-day it is millions short of its authorized strength. 
Something must be done to make its ranks more attractive. 
The rural di.stricts must be made more inviting. Agriculture, 
home economics, and the mechanical arts must be elevated to 
the dignity of the professions. The welfare, the peace, the 
strength, and stability of this nation depend more upon con
tentment and prosperity in the rural home than upon all other 
conditions combined. If country life in America is made so 
inviting and remunerating as to turn back the flow from the 
farm to the overcrowded cities, our greatest cause of disturb
ance in social conditions will have been removed. Better than 
this, it will bring about by proper and normal methods that 
equal distribution of wealth, without which no people can at
tain their highest development or long continue patriotic. If 
we are to preserve the typical American, the greatest product 
of the human family, we must protect and perpetuate the en
vironment by which he was produced. We have spent worlds 
of money upon the Army and Navy, and this is not saying we 
ha-ve spent too much. We have erected monumental buildings 
in almost every city and fair-sized town in the counh·y, but 
we have contented the rural districts with little more than a 
package of garden seed and a Government publication. 

The Agricultural Department, established with many misgiv
ings, has accomplished more on less money than any other De
partment of the Government. They have reduced agriculture 
to a science and disclosed in it possibilities that invite the 
highest aspirations of the American youth. Realizing that the 
best results can not be attained without a rural population, edu
cated along the line they are to travel and up to a proper ap
preciation of the beauties that surround them, they are urging 
upon the country the necessity of taking substantial .steps towaru 
providing for the rural youth this character of education. 1\Iuch 
has been done by the States and National Government to pro
vide for the establishment of colleges and universities through
out the country. This has largely been supplemented by denom
inational institutions and munificent endowment by philan
thropic individuals. We are not suffering for want of facilities 
for higher education in reesthetical and classical learning. This 
is essential to our well-being, and I am proud that it is true, 
but what I wish to impress is that education should be so im
parted as to serve some other purpose than to hold out to the 
farmer boy the allurement of becoming President of the United 
States or attaining renown and distinction. Let him be taught 
that there is no field of activity in which education of the right 
sort can be employed to a better advantage than in agriculture 
and the industrial arts. Upon all sides there are evidences of 
a return of the original idea that the farm should produce the 
food, raiment, and implements demanded by its own necessities. 
The cheap factory-made articles that have so long flooded the 
country do not meet every demand. 

A plainer and more substantial furniture is sought, and crea
tions in wood, iron, and brass are engaging the attention of 
the artisan. The handicrafts that afford opportunity for origi
nality and development of talent, cut off by the automatic and 
monotonous processes of the factory, are beginning to afford 
once more a profitable and engaging -vocation. The rural districts 
are full of opportunities which only need the education which 
pertains to such things to realize and appreciate. The tendency 
of the age has been in the direction of grand achievement and 
great things. The busy marts of trade and commerce, the 
domain of finance, and the dizzy heights of professional and 
political fame have been held out to the youth of our country 
as the only fields worthy of his ambitions or in which his labors 
would meet with the highest reward. This is wrong. 1t has 
driven the farmer boy from the old homestead, where opportu-

, 
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nities of the highest order lay within his touch, to take his 
place as an obscure atom in the mass of humanity that crowd 
and trample upon each other in the great cities of the land. 
:Let us open his eyes to the beauties and the possibilities and 
the independence that may be his in the realms remote from 
towns. Mr. Chairman, for this purpose these hills, these 
streams, and these forests are his. 

THE RIGHTS OF THE STATE IN NATIONAL FORESTS. 

The National Go-vernment has long been committed to the 
policy of appropriating the public domain to the people for 
homes. In this way the West has been settled ; the lands have 
been added to the taxable -values of the .States and produced 
the funds by which roads and schools have been maintained. 
If the public domain is to be reser-ved in forests that produce a 
re-venue, the net proceeds should go to the States for the main
tenance for agricultural schools for the people. [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. SUOTT. Mr. Chairman, when I had the floor during the 
day I intended to ask unanimous consent, in a general way, to 
include in my remarks data that I did not wish to take the 
time of the House to read on the floor, but it seems from the 
stenographer's notes that the language in which the request was 
framed might possibly be construed to apply only to the special 
topic that I was illllllediately discussing at the time. I hope 
the House will not object to having the request expressed in 
the terms in which it was intended. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, it was impossible for me to 
hear the request of the gentleman from Kansas, because he 
spoke in such a low tone of voice. I would like to know what 
the request is? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ScoTT], 
as the Chair understands it, asks that the stenographer's notes 

G
may be corrected to express his request for the unanimous con-
sent, which was granted. . 

Mr. SULZER. If it were granted, why do not the stenog
rapher's notes show it? 

Mr. SCOTT. I was, perhaps, unfortunate in expressing my
self, I have just explained to the House, and the language I 
used might possibly bear the interpretation of applying only 
to the particular bureau which .I was discussing at the time. 

I desired, of course, permission to include in my remarks data 
relating to any part o! the bill, which I did not wish to take 
the time of the House to read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. BURLESON. I will say to the gentleman from New 

York [Mr. SULZER] that some of this data was requested by 
other Members who were listening to the gentleman from Kan
sas [Mr. ScoTT]. They requested he put certain information 
in his speech, and he told them he would. 

Mr. SULZER. The point I desire information about is this: 
If the data the gentleman now wants to insert in the RECORD 
as a part of his speech is relative to the bill under discussion? 

Mr. SCOTT. Absolutely. I had intended to use it as a part 
of my speech, but so much of my time was taken up by inquiries 
that I did not feel like reading it. 

Mr. SULZER. Another interrogatory, and that is: If this re
quest is granted by the House, does the gentleman think the 
Member from Illinois [Mr. MANN] will move to-morrow to 
strike it out? 

Mr. SCOTT. I am willing to take my chances on that. 
Mr. SULZER. Then, I will not object. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, in the few minutes that I 

expect to occupy, I wish to direct attention to a bill (H. R. 
19247) introduced by me, and which I will incorporate in my 
remarks, which provides that a label giving the date of inspec
tion shall be attached to every can containing meat products 
inspected and passed by the Government: 
A bill (H. R. 19247) to previde for the labeling of cans, pots, tins, and 

other receptacles containing meat or meat food products when her
metically sealed and prepared for foreign or interstate commerce. 
Be it enacted, etc., That when any meat or meat food products, pre

pared for interstate or foreign commerce, which has been inspected as 
provided by the "Act making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907," approved June 
30, 1906, and marked "Inspected and passed," shall be deposited and 
hermetically sealed in any can, pot, tin, or other receptacle in any 
establishment where insp2ction under the provisions of said act is 
maintained, the person, firm, or corporation preparing said products 
shall cause a label to be attached to said can, pot, tin, or other recep
tacle, which label shall state the date when the contents were placed 
therein and that the contents thereof have been "Inspected and passed" 
under the provisions of said act. And no inspection and examinatio~ 
of meat or meat food products deposited and hermetically sealed in any 
can, pot, tin, or other receptacle in any establishment where inspection is 
maintained under said .act shall be deemed to be complete until sue}). 
meat or meat food products have been hermetically sealed in sai(l .can, 
pot, tin, or other receptacle ; and no meat or meat food products shali 

be sold or offered for sale by any person, firm, or corporation in inter
state commerce under any false or deceptive name, but established 
trade name or names which are usual to such products and which shall 
have the approval of the Secretary of Agriculture are permitted. 

In offering this amendment to the meat-inspection law I 
fully appreciate that I am approaching dangerous ground, 
ground so sacred to a· certain powerful interest. I have not for
gotten the fierce contest that took place here two years ago 
between the American people and the beef trust. On one side 
stood 99 per cent of the American people backed up by our 
worthy President, the most fearless, conscientious, resolute, 
and well-meaning President that ever occupied that chair; the 
people quietly in their homes, attending to their own affairs, 
writing letters to their Members, and praying and pleading for 
Congress to enact some law· to protect the meat consumer and 
the meat producer against fraud and deception; on the other side 
the beef trust, with its large army of representati-ves, or so
called "lobbyists," here in Washington, and, indeed, they were 
here in large numbers. It has been said that every hotel and 
boarding house was filled from basement to garret with these 
exceedingly polite and generous men and wo.men, and that yo·u 
could hardly board a street car without running into a number 
of them hanging onto the straps. It has been said that they 
were as thick here as field mice are in the wheat fields of 
Colorado at stacking time. Mr. Chairman, they were swarming 
in and around this Capitol as thick as blackbirds out West in 
the springtime. Indeed they were here in large numbers. It 
was an incident long to be remembered, one that has been char
acterized as the most shameful and humiliating spectacle ever 
witnessed. 

If you will read the RECORD, you will find that Congress was 
overwhelmed and overpowered, and that surrender was made 
necessary by sinister and bad moti-ves, and through the influ
ences of this trust and as a result the trust got what it 
wanted, and the people 'vere left to pay $3,000,000 annually 
and suffer, which is a sufficient and striking illustration of 
the ·dangerous power to which this powerful and greedy trust 
had attained in this country. 

Gentlemen, when I think of the influences and the power 
exercised by this trust in the past, when I think of its actiYity 
in the past and the present, when I think of the results, when 
I think of the unsuccessful efforts on the part of a few in tile 
interest of a "square deal" for the meat consumer and the 
meat producer, and when I think of the audacity, the effront
ery, and the extraord1nary methods that have been employed 
by a trust recognized as the most powerful in politics and 
elsewhere, I may be taking great chances in introducing this 
amendment, for it has been s~id that a candidate for office 
in a district or State in which this trust operates in politics, 
without its influence and support, would be as helpless as a 
cat without claws in the burning regions below. But, gentle
men, as I do not owe my position in Congress to them, I offer 
this amendment, and will support it with what ability and 
strength I possess, regardless of consequences. I offer it as a 
sworn duty, as it concerns the life and health not only of the 
American people, but to a large extent the people of the 
world. 

Mr. Chairman, under present laws the meat products put 
up in cans, which may be as old as the hills, spoiled, poisoned, 
putrid, and as rotten as can be, by reason of age, may be sold 
without hindrance of law, thereby sending many to an early 
grave. How long is this to be continued? The answer is, until 
Congress acts. 

If our markets for these products at home and abroad are 
to be maintained, this legislation is required. If our integrity, 
dignity, and standing with the world is to be maintained, this 
legislation is required. Good policy requires it; common sense 
and justice demands it. 

Is this Congress to turn a deaf ear to this just demand for 
legislation that is desired by 99 per cent of the American peo
ple-by every man and woman who believes in conserving the 
life and health of human beings; a demand coming not only 
from the cattle raisers of this country, but from the merchants 
and the consumers of meat products-in fact, everybody who 
believes in the preservation of human life, integrity, justice, 
and a square deal-legislation that is necessary in order to 
maintain our markets, our dignity, and standing, to protect 
the consumers against imposition. deception, and fraud, and 
give everybody the information which he has a right to-that 
is, that he may know exactly what he is buying and eating? 
Have not the people a right to know what they are paying their 
money for when they purchase a can of food product? If so, 
why not legislate so as to put an honest stamp of approval on 
the American product, and thus not only protect the consumer 
against imposition and fraud, but to foster our foreign trade? 
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The spirit of our pure-food laws is that all canned food prod
ucts shall be sold for just what they are, and that no mis
branding and deception shall be tolerated. Why, then, not put 
the date of inspection upon all cans? The beef trust says no. 
That is what they said two years ago when this matter was 
under consideration and when the representatives of the trust 
and so-called "lobbyists" were here. Their contention at that 
time was that the contents of cans five or even fifteen yeaTs 
old was just as good as that five days old. 

Will anyone believe it? No, gentlemen, the argument is so 
absurd that it would hardly seem worthy of any consideration. 
But as this is about the only argument produced, let us look 
into it. If the contents of a can are as good and as salable 
when five or ten years old as when five or ten days old, why 
not when twenty-five or fifty years old! If the contents of a 
can five or ten years old are as good and as much desil"ed as 
five or ten days old, what harm can come to the packer in dat
ing the can? Even if it is as good, has not the consumer or 
the purchaser of the can a right to know whether it is five 
days or fifty years old? If it is as good, why are the labels 
melted off, or washed off by hot water, and new labels put on, 
as stated by Mr. Wilson, who represented the packers, if it 
is not to make the purchaser believe that the contents were 
put in recently? This of itself is a fraud and is no valid reason 
why the date should not be put on. Everybody knows that 
everything decays, that food products decompose, and deteri
orate, b€come stale, putrid, poison, and rotten in time, and it 
is only a question of time. 

We know that a food product eaten under one condition may 
be healthful, while under another it is deadly; and it seems to 
me that the people are entitled to know. As has been stated 
here to-day, the spirit of all our pure-food laws is that no mis
branding or deception is to be tolerated. It seems to me that we 
should legislate now so as to preserve the integrity of this article 
and protect its markets. 

As has been referred to here to-day, millions of pounds of 
fresh meats are being sent abroad and accepted without any 
question being raised if inspected and passed by our Govern
ment; and it seems to me that the date of approval ought to go 
on all of these cans, so that the canned goods can be sold as 
well as the fresh meats. We know that canned meat eaten 
under one condition may be healthful and under another condi
tion may be deadly. Then why not state the date of inspection 
upon the can? The answer is the beef trust objects. It insists 
that the deadly, poisonous~ and spoiled meat, by reason of age, 
shall be sold as well as the wholesome. palatable, fresh, nutritious, 
and healthfuL The contention is that as long as the can is in 
good condition, as long as the contents is kept from exposure to 
air, the product is kept from spoiling, but as soon as the can 
is opened, or holes rust through, the meat becomes unfit for 
food and injurious to health. Even if that statement were true, 
the statement is a confession that the contents of the can can 
not be kept in good condition for any number of years. .Anyone 
who knows anything about the quality of tin manufactured and 
sold to-day knows that it is less resistant to rust, deterioration, 
and corrosion than tin made years a-go. Anyone who has ever 
owned a tin pail, or a tin van, or tinware of any kind, knows 
that it lasts only a few months and not for a numb-er of years. 
Therefore their argument falls to the ground. It is all rot. It 
is as rotten as the contents of a five-year-old can. 

But they say that this would be a hardship on the merchant. 
Oh, they would have us believe now that they have a deep
rooted interest in the welfare of the merchant; that it is for 
him they are fighting, for his interest and not their own. Gen
tlemen, think of the abSllrdity of this. 

Notwithstanding the fact that inconsistencies have been de
fended and pictured as virtues, yet there are those who still 
belieye " consistency, thou art a jewel." Evidently the trust 
belieyes in the recent teachings--{)r, in other words, it is for 
anything to get the " coon." 

Think of their inconsistency. If the canned product is as 
good and desirable when five years as when five days old, 
what difference does it make to the mercha.nt whether the date 
of in pection is on the can or not if it does not hurt the sale of 
the can? What should he care about the label? The trust 
knows, as everybody else does, that the date upon the can 
expo es the age and quality of its contents. It knows that 
Yery few, if any, will buy stale, spoiled, poisoned, or rotten 
meat-that is, if they know what they are buying-and that if 
the e .,.oods are to be old at all it must be by deceiving the 
purchaser. It would then hav-e you believe tJ.mt the merchant 
is anxious to deceive-to sell his customer spoiled meat. Mr. 
Chairman, what an insult to our merchants. What me'!chant 
will resort to such a practice? Can anybody name a single 
merchant who would resort to such a dishonest method and 
llope to succeed in business? No; as a general thing successful 

merchants are honest. What a misconception it is on the part 
of some who believe and contend it is the dishonest man who 
succeeds in life, in private or public. A merchant known to 
be dishonest and crooked in his dealings is generally a merchant 
without business. On the other hand, let the merchant be 
known to be upright, fair, square, and just in all his dealings, 
and he will have the confidence and respect of all. 

The motto of the successful merchant, or successful man, 
either in puolic or pri¥ate life, is to part with anything and 
ever~ything rather than with conscience and rectitude of purpose. 
He is dominated by the more noble ancl lofty ideals; he has a 
firm determination to do justice and right, shunning deceitful 
and cunning practices. His guiding star is integrity, justice, 
and a square deal; and what the merchant wants is straight, 
sound, honest goods, not shelf-worn, spoiled, or poison food 
products to sell to his customers. Let a merchant deceive his 
customers by selling one of these poisoned cans, and when the 
contents are eaten and a member of the family dies from eating 
it, as happens yery frequently, can the merchant hope to hold 
his trade? No, he will lose not only his trade,. but the con
fidence of his neighbors, if he is found out. and of course he 
will be found out. The neighbors will attend the funeral, the 
papers ·will give an account of the poisoning and death, and 
the innocent merchant will soon be without a business. The 
fact is, the merchant wants to know what he is buying and 
selling. He wants the best, the fresh, and the healthful product. 
He is not in the deceiving business; his reputation is at stake; 
his honor is at stake; his trade and his business are at stake. 
He knows what quality to buy, and buys only enough at a time 
to sell before it gets spoiled, and needs no warning or sugges
tions against overstocking, and is not concerned about the 
C< bugaboo n that he might be caught with a few old cans. He 
wants goods that will sell-not kill. He does not believe in 
fostering trade by fraud, and he, too, belieYes that concealing 
the date of inspection or the age of the article is a fraud on 
the consumer, and believes, as do 99 per cent of the American 
people, that the dat~ of inspection should be stamped on the can. 

l't!r~ Chairman, there can be no question but that all are 
entitled to know the date when the Government inspection 
occurred, the date when the Government put a stamp of approval 
upon the article which is to go out in the whole world, carrying 
with it the official approval of the United States. 

If in the opinion of any purchaser the food in the cans that 
have been put up from five to thirty years is just as good or 
better than it was when inspected and passed or canned, let 
them buy it and eat it. Nobody objects. But, as before stated, 
it is the spirit of all our pure-food laws that no misbranding or 
deception is to be tolerated; that everybody is entitled to know 
just what he is buying and eating. The war office of Great 
Britain takes the precaution to provide in the contracts for the 
purchase of food for the soldiers that the date shall be put 
upon the can. Is not the American soldier entitled to as much 
consideration and the same protection as is given the soldiers 
of Great Britain? Why feed the American soldier on spoiled 
and poisoned meat? Is that position defensible in logic or 
morals? No; they have a right to know. Have we forgotten 
the scandal and our experience in the purchase of meat for the 
Spanish-American war soldiers? Is that experience to be re
peated? How long are the people to be denied this protection 
against deception and fraud which involves health and life? 
Mr. Chairman, I believe that the greatest diappointment the 
people have met with from Congress was when Congress failed 
to require the packers to stamp the date of inspection upon the 
cans of me.at, so that the purchru!er might know just what he 
was buying and paying for; that he might know whether he 
was buying sound, fresh, and healthful food, o:r stale, spoiled, 
poisonous, or rotten meatr As was stated, it was a legislative 
abortion to provide for meat inspection in order to protect the 
people from fraud and imposition and then leave out one of the 
most important elements-the label-ijtereby enabling the beef 
trust to deceive the consliiDer by selling him a product good or 
bad, healthy or deadly, poisonous or sound. Think of it! Con
gress weak enough to yield to such an outrage ! .Are we to 
repeat the error and such an injustice? · 

Mr. Chairman, as stated, I believe that the greatest di.,appoint
ment that ever came to the American people, the greatest disap-
pointment ever meted out by Congress, was when in this legisla
tion, in its attempt to protect the consumer against fraud and de
ception, it left out this most es entia! element. As was stated, 
it was a legislative abortion to try to legislate against this 
fraud and dece-ption and to lea ye out this element-the most 
important one-giving information that was needed. 

We ha"\:"e heard much about these disappointments, and in
deed the people have met with many disappointments. You 
remember that the people were here knoch.'ing at the door of 
Congress, praying and pleading with Congress to protect them 
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against the counterfeit--oleomargarine. Later on they were 
knocking at the door of Congress, patiently waiting, pleading, and 
praying for Congress to enact some law in some way to regu
late the transportation rates. They were here at the doors 
for a number of years patiently waiting and pleading for Con
gress to gi\e sufficient appropriation that would enable the 
independent packers to continue their business, but in place of 
increasing appropriations Congress, in its wisdom, saw fit to re
duce appropriations, thereby practically denying the independent 
packers and the people the protection and encouragement which 
they were entitled to just as much as the •trusts. As you 
know, for years they were here urging Congress to make ap· 
propriations. Then came the appointment of the O'Neil-Rey
nolds Commission and its report; then the gold brick handed 
out by the committee; then the President's letter, and then the 
present law, but with a gold tooth in it, requiring a $3,000,000 
filling every year, and, besides, denying the people this informa
tion-the dating of the can. 

Let us consider the proposition on its merits. In this short 
time I ha\e tried to point out some of its merits and why 
this should be done. If you will investigate, I believe you will 
find this legislation is highly important and justly required 
in order to protect the cattle raisers, the meat producers, our 
market at home and abroad, and to protect the consumers of 
canned meat food products against deception and fraud; to 
consene the life and health of the sweet children, the infant, 
the invalids; and to maintain our dignity, integrity, and 
standing with the world. Gentlemen, we have heard much 
about this annual appropriation, aggregating upward of $1,000,-
000,000. It has been said that much of it is being absolutely 
wasted by reasons of unbusiness-like and unstatesman-like 
procedure by Congress and elsewhere. Yes; about the disre
gard for justice, and for the best interests of 80,000,000 in
telligent, loyal, and patriotic people. We have heard much 
about the rules of this House. They have been denounced in 
the most bitter terms as degrading, infamous, humiliating, 
hideous, autocratic, oppressive, inconsistent--

.Mr. BURLESON. And tyrannical. 
Mr. HAUGEN. And, as the gentleman from Texas says, 

tyrannical. But I am not here to criticise the rules. I am 
not here to quarrel with anyone. I ha \e met nothing but the 
kindest treatment at the hands of everybody. I am here to 
quarrel with no one, nor am I here to talk against the rules, 
nor am I here to question the judgment or motive of anyone 
in this House. I give everybody the credit of being as honest 
and sincere in their convictions as I am;. but I say, much has 
been said about the rules. Others have denounced the rulings 
as illogical and unjust. We have heard much about the humili
ating position these rules have put not only the Members in, 
but 80,000,000 of intelligent, independent, and liberty-loving 
people ; of 3!>0 Members surrendering their independence, 
right, and power, reducing themselves to mere recording secre
taries. Much has also been said about committee appointments, 
criticising the method by which they are made. 

Mr. Chairman, if all that has been said and done be true
robbing the people of their money and property by making 
unwise and unnecessary appropriations, humiliating and rob
bing them of their independence and right in this House or 
anywhere else, would be a great wrong; but to permit them 
being robbed of their health and life is also a great wrong· 
and an unpardonable sin. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to 

the gentleman from Mississippi? 
.Mr. HAUGEIN. I will. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not know that I have accurately 

caught the last expression of the gentleman. Does he think 
there is any sort of antagonism between the right of the 
House of Representatives to express itself by majority vote and 
the opportunity of the American people to be protected by the 
action of the House of Representatives? 

Mr. HAUGEN. The rights of the people are certainly pro
tected by the House. 

l\Ir. WILLIAMS. Does not the gentleman believe with me, 
that if the House of Representatives had an opportunity to 
represent its will by a majority \Ote, the House of Representa
tires would, in that majority yote, represent the will and inter
ests of the American people? 

Mr. HAUGE...'l. The majority always rules, and rules in this 
llouse as everywhere else, or ought to--

Ur. WILLIAl\lS. Do I understand the gentleman to assert 
that the majority does rule in this House? 

1\Ir. HAUGE..~. It certainly does. If the majority of the 
House surrenders its power it is to blame, and no one else is 
to blame except the majority, because it would be the error of 
the majority. 

1\Ir. WILLIAMS. With that I perfectly agree. 
Mr. HAUGEN. I am not here to criticise the rules. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. And upon that question solely I am criti

cising the majority of the House. 
Tb.ere is no doubt about the fact that if the majority of the 

House consents to surrender its power, the majority of the 
House is responsible, and there is no doubt about the further 
proposition that when a majority of the House representing 
a party consents to surrender its power, that party is re
sponsible. 

.Mr. HAUGEN. I see no reason for criticising the present 
House any more than the Democratic House. We have practi
cally the same rules as we had under Democratic administra
tion. A great many suggestions have been made, and it is pos
sible that the rules can be improved upon. I am not here to 
criticise the rules. I could offer amendments to them which I 
would like to see adopted, and which I think might improve 
those rules, but I am not sure but that the present rules are 
just as good as they could possibly be made. 

Mr. WILLIAI\IS. The gentleman is right about that. Now, 
let me ask the gentleman a question. When at the beginning 
o.f this Congress and at the beginning of the last Congress and 
at the beginning of the Congress before that the Committee on 
Rules reported the body of the rules, together with the resolu
tion forbidding all amendment, did or did not the gentleman 
vote for the resolution? 
· Mr. HAUGEN. I certainly did.. I certainly voted with the 

majority. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Then, did or did not the gentleman cut 

himself off from the right to do just what he now says ought to 
be done, to wit, to amend the rules in some particular. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I ha\e never been deprived of a single privi
lege or right in this House, and until I am, I have no reason 
to find any fault with the rules, and as I say, it is possible 
that these rules could be improved upon, but I am not here 
discussing this proposition. I simply want to make myself 
clear, that I · have no quarrel with anyone; nor have I any 
questions to raise as to the present rules at this time . 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have occupied as much time as I care 
to, except to say, Let us consider this proposition on its merits. 
I have tried to point out some of its merits and why this legis
lation should be passed. I belie\e that it is important; I be
lieve that if you will investigate you will find that it is im
portant in order to maintain our markets at home and abroad. 
It is necessary in order to conserve the health and life of hu
man beings, of children, mfants, and invalids, not only in Amer· 
ica, but in all parts of this world wherever these products are 
sold. I believe that we should now legislate so as to maintain 
the integrity of this article. What can be said against it?. The 
only thing that I know of is that the all-powerful and greedy 
trust is against it and there is danger that on the morning 
after next election, should you support this amendment, you 
may find your political carcass outside of the breastworks, if 
this trust has the power and influence to put it there. But if 
you see this as I do I believe you will place the life and health 
of human beings above the glory of holding office. That distin
guished, eloquent, and patriotic statesman, Pab·ick Henry, said: 

Is life so sweet, is peace so dear as to be purchased by bondage and 
slavery? Oh, God Almi~hty, forbid it! I know not what course you 
may take, but for me, g1ve me liberty or give me death. 

I wouln paraphrase that and say, " Is the glory of holding 
office so sweet as to be purchased by the life and bealth of not 
only the American people, but the people in every land where 
this product is sold? I do not know what course you will take, 
but for me, give protection to life and health, e\en at the ex
pense of political life." [Applause.] 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, during the Fifty-ninth Con
gress I was a member of the Agricultural Committee. I was 
placed there upon the recommendation of the minority leader, 
the Hon. JoHN SHARP WILLIAMs, upon the written request and 
indorsement of 101 Democratic 1\fembers out of a total Demo
cratic membership of 137 in that Congress. Doring my service 
upon that committee I discharged every duty de\olving upon me 
with the utmost fidelity and in accordance with the conscien
tious convictions of my own heart. During that service I came 
in direct confiict with the seed trust, which sought to ha\e the 
provision making appropriation for the seed stl'icken from the 
bill. It was stricken. out in the committee, but was restored in 
the House upon an amendment offered by me. But for the adop
tion of my amendment, or one like it, no farmer in this whole 
country would have received a package of seed from his .Member 
of Congress or Senator, and no lady in this broad land would 
have received a package of flower seed. While a member of the 
committee I also helped frame the meat-inspection law, which 
requires the beef trust to fm·nish the people pure and whole
some meats. 
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I insisted that the bill be specific and effective. There were 
some provisions which Mr. LAMB of Virginia and Mr. Bowie of 
Alabama and I thought ought to go into the bill to make it the 
more effective, but which . were left out of the bill when re
ported from the committee. We therefore made a minority re
port, and two out of the three provisions we contended for were 
adopted by the llouse. I also favored appropriations, within 
constitutional limitations, for good roads. Since I have been 
in Congress I have done all I could in the interest of rural mail 
delivery and all the mail facilities for the people. In other 
words, without going further into details, as a member of the 
committee and as a Member of Congress I have favored such 
mea sures as I honestly believed would be most helpful to the 
farmers of this country, believing as I do, that when you con
tribute to the prosperity of the farmers you at the same time 
help every other vocation, trade, calling, profession, and interest 
in the land. [Applause.] At the beginning of this session of 
Congress the Speaker, in the exercise of the power conferred 
upon him by the rules of this Republican House, removed me 
from the Agricultural Committee and assigned me to other 
committees, although I was again recommended for member
ship upon the Agricultural Committee by the minority leader 
[Mr. WILLIAMS], and although Mr. WILLIAMS vigorously pro
tested against my removal and although I am assured my con
tinuance upon the committee met the unanimous approval of all 
the Democratic Members. 

My removal from the committee, however, has not dimin
ished my interest in the agricultural people nor cooled my ardor 
to labor for their welfare. The Speaker had the power to take 
me off the committee, but, thank God, he has not the power 
to prevent me from being heard upon this floor. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] The only power which could thus close 
the door of opportunity to me is that exercised by the patriotic, 
chivalrous, noble, and loyal Mississippians who live in my dis
trict; and until they demand my retirement I shall continue 
to work earnestly and faithfully for them and to speak out 
boldly for their interests and the interests of the people of 
my beloved country. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I 
am a candidate for reelection, and to my people I shall appeal 
for their indorsement and a vindication of my record at the 
ballot box, and I ha 'le no doubt as to what the result will be.· 
[Applause.] 

I have examined the bill that is now pending before the House 
and which is under consideration. The appropriations in it are 
somewhat larger than the bills which have preceded it, and in 
the main I find that its provisions are- wholesome and good, and 
I am glad that it has the unanimous indorsement of every mem
ber of the committee and that there will therefore probably 
be no. serious controversy in reference to its adoption by the 
House. 

While the appropriations provided in this bill are somewhat 
larger than the appropriations in bills which have preceded it, 
still I must say that I do not believe that they are as large as 
they might have been in the interests of the people of the coun
try and for the development of the agricultural welfare of this 
great land. I can not well conceive of how money could be 
better expended than by using it for the purpose of developing 
the agricultural interests and for the purpose of lending a 
helping hand to those who by their toil and in the sweat of 
their face not only earn their own living; ·but take care of the 
welfare and the prosperity of the country which we all love. I 
have taken occasion to inquire into and investigate the appro
priations made for the various other Departments of this Gov
ernment, and I have not taken mere hearsay in reference to 
what they were, but I have asked for official statements from the 
Cabinet officers of the various Departments and have obtained 
them in that way, showing the appropriations made for the 
various Departments during the last ten years. I want to call 
attention to these appropriations and contrast them, at least to 
some extent, with the appropriations which have been made 
for the Agricultural Department, the benefits from which 
were so beautifully and eloquently described by the distin
guished chairman of the committee to-day in his closing re
marks. 

I find, upon investigation, that the appropriations for the 
Interior Department from 1898 to 1907, inclusive, amount to the 
enormous . sum of $1,641,767,440.57; for the War Department, 
$1,582,638,679.47; for the Post-Office Department, $1,473,402,D38; 
for the Navy Department, $876,411,705.35; for the Treasury 
Department, $443,153,!>!)7.52; for the Department of Justice, 
$82,270,200.31; for the Agricultural Department, $50,257,730.46; 
for the Department of Commerce and Labor in the five years 
that it has been in existence, $46,581,074.99; for the State De
partment in ten years, $19,840,267.89. The average -appropria
tion for each one of these Departments )\2r year for the last ten 
years is as follows : Interior Departmen¢.. $164,176,7 44.05 ; War 

. . 

Department, $158,263;867.94; Post-Office Department, $147,340,-
293.80; Navy Department, $87,641,170.53; Treasury Depart
ment, $44,315,399.75; Department of Justice, $8,227,020.03; Agri
cultural Department, $5,025,773.04 ; Department of Commerce 
and Labor, $9,316,214.99; State Department, $1,984,026.78. 

From these figures we find that this Government has expended 
for the War and Navy Departments combined for the past ten 
years, from 1898 to 1907, inclusive, the enormous and almost 
inconceivable sum ot $2,459,050,384.82. The average annual ap
propriation for the War Department and Navy Department com
bined is $245,!105,038.48, forty-nine times as much as the 
amount appropriated for the Agricultural Department for the 
same length of time. It seems to me that we are spending 
more money for brass buttons and for battle ships and for 
show than there is any necessity for spending, and neglecting 
our internal improvements in this country, and neglecting the 
development of the agricultural interests of the country, while 
taxing the people with enormous taxation to sustain this mar
velous expenditure and not giving them back "a square deal" 
nor due return for the money which they are required to pay. 
It seems to me that we should cease exhibiting our seemingly 
warlike tendencies at such enormous expense and make more 
liberal appropriations to the peaceful pursuits of .our people and 
seek the fulfillment of the prophecy of Isaiah recorded in the 
blessed book of God's eternal truth in the second chapter 
of Isaiah and fourth verse, as follows: 

And He shall judge among the nations, and shall rebuke many people ; 
and they shall beat their swords into plowshares, and their spears 
into pruninfa- hooks; nation shall not lift up sword against nation, 
neither shal they learn war any more. 

Let us teach that this is a time of peace and not a time of 
war and that the greatest prosperity, the greatest happiness 
that can be brought to the people of the land is to give them 
peace, furnish them comfort, secure them prosperity, and let 
them enjoy the good things they produce by· honest toil and 
patriotic service to our great country. [Applause.] 

The first appropriation for agriculture was made in 183D, 
and the amount appropriated was the paltry sum of .$1,000. 
The total appropriations for the Agricultural Department for 
the sixty-nine years up to date amount to only $84,328,920.09, 
and the annual appropriation for the Agricultural Department 
since its organization to now has been the small and pitiful 
sum, in comparison with the enormous amounts which I have 
mentioned, of but $1,240,131.17. The above shows what Con
gress is doing for agriculture. What has agriculture done for 
the country? 

1\lay we take a few simple illustrations and incidents in order 
that we may see what it is doing for the country and for the 
welfare of the people? Take, for instance, durum wheat. In 
1899 the Department of Agriculture spent $10,000 to import 
durum wheat seed from Russia and Africa. That crop last 
year was worth $30,000,000 to this country. That crop alone is 
worth six times the average yearly appropriation for the whole 
Agricultural Department. 

Take cotton, the great product of the South, and what do 
we find it has accomplished for the people? Last year the valu
ation of the cotton crop was $675,000,000 ; and we exported 
$482,000,000 worth of cotton, that brought that much gold to 
the United States of America. Oh, how glad were the hearts 

. of the people made throughout this country whenever the tele
grams would go flashing over the wires and be published in the 
public print during this panic which has been pending and 
which is still going on, that some vessel from across the ocean 
was bringing millions of gold back to this country. 

Do you know what was bringing it back? It was not our 
tariff laws. It was not the laws upon the statute books. It 
was the product of the farmers of the Southland who were 
sending their cotton to the foreign countries and in return 
bringing back the gold to replenish our coffers and to relieve 
the money situation among our people. It is not your law 
upon the statute books that maintains your gold standard. It 
is the cotton of the South, which is the great leveler between 
this and foreign countries, that is bringing the gold to this 
country and bringing, or contributing at least to bring, the 
balance of trade to our shores. 

Take another instance, namely, that of tobacco. In the 
years 1901 to 1906, inclusive, there was paid into the United 
States Treasury as internal taxes on tobacco alone the sum of 
$296,669,359.19, an average of $49,444,893.13 per year. The 
total appropriations for the Agricultural Department for the 
same six years .amounted to only $32,573,770. The tax paid on 
tobacco, one agricultural product, for one year alone would 
practicalJy pay all the expenses of the whole Agricultural 
Department for the past ten years, and the amount paid for 
six years is more than three times as much as the total ap
propriations for the whole Department of Agriculture for the 
sixty-nine years of its existence. 
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If you would appropriate the money ansmg from this one 

a~ricultural product, we could take care of the whole Agricul
tural Department and furnish it with a great deal more money 
than it has eTer had or eTer received from the National Govern
ment otherTiise, and help the farmers all over the country with 
bountiful hand. 

What further do we find? By reference to Secretary Wilson's 
report, on page 18, we find these marvelous figures: The grand 
total of the farm products of this country for 1907 is $7,412,-
000,000. This is $657,000,000 above the value of 1906, $1,103,-
000,000 above that of 1905, $1,253,000,000 above that of 1904, 
$1,495,000,000 above that of 1903, and $2,695,000,000 above the 
census amount for 1899. The Talue of the farm products of 
190.7 was 10 per cent greater than that of 1906, 17 per cent over 
1905, 20 per cent greater than 1904, 25 per cent over 1903, and 
57 per cent over 1899. · 

I said a moment ago that the agricultural products brought 
the balance of trade to our shores, and here are the official fig
ures in reference to that, to which I call your attention. 

The Secretary says : 
The farmer is concerned in the nation's balance of international 

tra.de. • • • In eighteen years, beginning In 1 90, the farmers 
have not failed to secure a bil.lance of at least $193,000,000, the low 
amount of 1895. The great aggregate of the eighteen balances in the 
trade in farm products is $6,500,000,000, while the trade in other 
commodities during the eighteen years resulted in a grand adverse 
balance of $456,000,000. . 

In other words, but for ~e farmers of this country the 
balance of trade, taking into consideration all the other exports 
of every kind in this country of every kind and description, 
would have been against the United States to the amount of 
$456,000,000, but taking into consideration the export of farm 
products in connection with all the other exports of the country, 
it cancels the $456,000,000 and lea,es a balance in favor of the 
United States of $6,500,000,000. 

In view of these remarkable results, I want to ask you if you 
believe the farmers of this country are getting " a square 

· deal?" Why not make liberal appropriations for them? I 
favored liberal appropriations for the Department and for the 
betterment of agriculture while I was a member of the com
mittee, and I shall continue to favor liberal appropriations
not extravagant appropriations, not useless appropriations, 
but appropriations that I belieTe are for the welfare of the 
country. 

Why not make fair, reasonable, and liberal appropriations, 
when we find that to-day there is an available cash balance in the 
Treasury of $263,589,960.05? Why let it lie in the Treasury of 
the United States, accomplishing no good purpose, when we 
can make appropriations that would benefit the people and 
spend some of this money among those who help to produce it, 
and in this way restore confidence and the prosperity which we 
so much need to-day? 

The truth of it is I do not believe the farmers are getting 
"a square deal." They are entitled to greater consideration 
at tile hands of Congress than they are receiving. Why do 
you, like the taskmasters of Egypt, lay burdens upon them 
o-rie-rous to be borne and do so little for them? Why not do 
something for them that would go directly to their welfare and 
for their benefit? . 

I ha-re introduced during this session of Congress a bill for 
the relief of the farmers of the United States. It is a bill 
to repeal the tariff duty, and place upon the free list agricul
tural implements, wagons, farm tools, axes, nails, horseshoes, 
harness, cotton gins, bagging, and ties, and various other articles 
in e-rery-day use on e-rery farm throughout this broad land. 
The passage of this bill would save the farmers millions of 
dollars and leave the money in their pockets. 

Why are you not willing to report that bill? Why will you 
not at least report something in that direction? Why do you 
" stand pat " and refuse all revision of the tariff and give no 
relief of any kind whatever? Why do you not take some ac
tion t.o gi-re some relief from the panic from which we are 
suffering? When this Congress met last December the first 
committee appointed by the Speaker was the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. It was appointed before the Commit
tee on Rules, before the Committee on Appropriations, before 
the Committee on Ways and 1\Ieans, or any other committee, but 
still to-day we have no results. We hear no sound upon the 
floor of the House looking toward relief from present condi
tions. 

You ~aid if the people would give the Republican party abso
lute control of the country in every branch of the Government 
and a high protecth·e tariff that would be security against panic. 
You ~aid, further, if the gold standard 'WaS adopted that would 
ab~olutely secure against panic. 

nut you are now in control of e.-ery branch of the Govern
ment. You ha•e the Senate, the House of Representatives, 

and the President, and you have the highest tariff ever known 
in this country, and the gold standard, and with all these com
bined you did not prevent panic. The people h'Usted you and 
you have deceived them. It is your panic and you are respon
sible for it. Why don't you do something to relieve it? 

I introduced a bill on the currency question. I have not time 
to discuss it or go into details with reference to it, but if you 
would report and pass my bill much good would result from its 
enactment. Not only that bill, but no other bill has up to 
this hour been considered·. Why not do something to help the 
country, and why not do something to relie\e present condi
tions? You have "stood pat" until you are the "obstruction
ists," and you can no longer lay that at our door. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

1\Ir. JoHN .M. NELSON, of Wisconsin, asked you some \ery perti
nent questions a few days ago, and I desire to repeat some of 
them-

Why not revise the tariff to the extent, at least, of removing the pro
tection now afforded to some of the notorious trusts and combinations. 
of the country! Why not consider an income tax to adjust the burdens 
of taxation among the people? Why not consider an inheritance tax, 
so as to return a part of the " swollen fortunes " of the " predatory 
classes" to the people, from whom these fortunes were unrighteously 
taken? Why not consider amendments to the antitrust laws, in order 
to strengthen the Department of Justice in tbe prosecution of some of 
these gigantic combinations that oppress the people? Why not empower 
the Interstate Commerce Commission to fix a valuation of the railways 
of the country, in order to "squeeze out the water" and ascertain a 
fair basis of rate making? Why not consider measures for the sup
pression of gambling in stock and dealing in futures, practices that 
depress prices on the products of the people at times so disastrously? 

1\Ir. LEVER. To what party does 1\Ir. Nelson belong? 
Mr. CANDLER. The gentleman belongs to the Republican 

party, but he asked some splendid questions, showing that a 
gentleman can not always be judged by the company he keeps. 
Good things sometimes come out of Nazareth. [Laughter and 
applause on the Democratic side.] 

I introduced a bill to prevent stock gambling and gambling 
in futures. That bill sleeps in the committee room. Why 
don't you report and pass it? Why don't you relieve the press 
of the country of the terrible tribute they are paying the 
paper trust by putting wood pulp on the free list? Are you 
surprised there are demands coming from all over this country 
for relief from these conditions, for relief from exorbitant taxa
tion, for relief from the gambling spirit that runs riot in the 
land? Why don't you report and pass some bill restricting im
migration, and stop the scum of Europe from coming here? 
For God's sake, do something for the people or get out of the 
way and let us do something. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

I am not surprised, therefore, in view of this situation, that 
the minority leader [Mr. WILLIAMS] to-day read the "riot 
act" to you and served notice on you that something must be 
done by the party in power, or he would resort to every parlia
mentary means possible to enforce action of some kind. What 
are you going to do about it? I present these issues to you and 
to the country, and if you do not act the people can and will 
make you act or hurl you from power. [Applause.] The bill 
now pending before the House ought to receive the careful con
sideration of every Member by reason of the vast interest 
with which it deals and its purposes to elevate and dignify the 
great and basic pursuit of American citizens. 

The countless millions of our population are fed and clothed 
by the American farmer. The grain waving in golden beauty 
upon the great plains of the West, the cotton drift4lg like sum
mer snow upon the fields of the South, freight the fleets of na
tions and loose their sails, thread the continents with tracks of 
steel, fill the earth with the roar of trains, and heap for trade 
and commerce and useful art those stores that make a nation 
great. Where are the sinews of our strength, if they are not 
found in our great, diversified agricultural products? What 
victorious hosts e-rer waved as joyous banners as those that 
float above the tasseled maize from the snows of Maine to the 
spicy groves of California? What spirit of beauty hovers above 
Southern fields when fleecy bolls uncover to crown "King 
Cotton!" [Applause.] 

What a marvelous power, that has defied for all these years 
grievous political wrong more destructi\e than pestilence and 
more cruel than war! What a marvelous people, that have 
borne without re-volt assaults upon their interest by legislative 
bodies and a merciless war by monopolies upon their great pur
suit! What other people in your midst can you rely upon so im
plicitly in peace or in war? Who filled the great armies in that 
immortal struggle of the blue and gray and baptized American 
valor anew in an ever widening and brightening fame? [Ap
plause.] 

There are sylvan retreats all o-.er this land, sequestered nooks 
rich in idyllic charm, sacred forever more to warrior spirits wl:w 

/ 
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left these quiet scenes at their country's call to return no more, 
unlrnown and yet immortal. In obedience to that pure and holy 
patriotism their survivors, without regard to geographic divi
sion, have waited for a proper recognition of the great agri
cultural interests, not alone upon capital that has sought and 
justified every pretext for their robbery and spoliation, not 
alone upon trusts and combines more hurtful than floods and 
frosts, but upon the American Congress they have waited in the 
vain hope that their numbers, their wealth, their intelligence, 
and, more than all, their deyotion and importance would secure 
for them just legislation. 

While they ha\e waited they have witnessed many noyel oc
currences. They have seen a money panic in times of plenty, 
manufacturers arrayed against them, common carriers levying 
their freights to their manifest injury, Standard Oil companies 
waxing mighty upon their substances, gamblers in futures gloat
ing upon their productions, everywhere hostile organizations, 
e\erywhere lurking assassins; yea, even the very arches of her 
temple have rung to the footfalls of treason when agricultural 
statistics were juggled in the interest of monopoly. 

But despite these ·hostile surroundings, despite storm and 
flood and drought, they annually add billions of wealth to the 
American people. They annually feed and clothe our vast pop
ulation. They annually export to other countries such a vast 
surpluiJ of food and raw material that the tax even upon the 
importations paid for by these agricultural products is suffi
cient to pay the Yast expenses of the Government and, under 
existing laws, to fill the Treasury with dead and useless capi
tal. They light the fires in e\ery forge; turn the countless 
wheels of industry everywhere; gird continents with glittering 
thread of steel and hurrying steeds of fire; white the seas 
with the sails of commerce; pour upon all lands and all peoples 
and every human pursuit the fatness which their toil has 
wrought from the earth. [Applause.] 

Bnt light is breaking upon their long night. They, too, 
are ccmbining for their protection; this great host who have 
in their keeping eYery political possibility of this Government 
are organizing. The accursed policy of producing panics can 
not always fetter them; the cry of overproduction can no longer 
deceive them; inferior consideration by the Government can 
no longer satisfy them. They ask, and they intend to have, just 
and fair legislation, because their pursuit is the basis upon 
which the general welfare rests. Who shall oppose them in 

their righteous demand? Who shall stay them when they 
summon their clans? Can you fetter the ocean? Can you nr
rest an avalanche? 

Can you deny justice to millions of your long-suffering and 
confiding countrymen? Shall the policy of building up one pur
suit at the expense of another be eternally continued? Or. shall 
our policy be, like the sun in his beneficent journey as he lights 
the summit and the valley, to favor honest toil and industry 
everywhere, until the cry of classism shall cease from the land, 
until self-reliance and sturdy independence shall regain their 
power, and the American people, with deserYed tru t in their 
officers and Representatives, shall satisfy the world that this 
great counh·y, under the guidance of God and the regis of lib
erty, belongs to no class or set of people, but to the whole peo
ple, who are accomplishing with brain and brawn and great 
forbearance the marvelous destiny of freedom's great empire? 
[Great applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I have these reports, letters, and statements 
from the various Departments of the Government, which are 
official, showing the figures that I have used in the remarks 
that I have just made. I should like to have unanimous con
sent to print them as an appendix to my remarks, without any 
additions to them or taking anything from them. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman? 

There was no objection. 

Hon. E. S. CANDLER, 

APPENDIX. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Washington, February 27, 1908. 

House of Representatives-, ·washington, D. C. 
SIR: Referring to your letter of the 24th ultimo, requesting a st!l.te

ment of the expenses of this Department for each year for the last ten 
years, with the proportionate increase in the appropriations made for 
the Department during these years, I have the honor to transmit here
with the following statements : 

1. A tabulated statement showing the amount of the principal ap
propriations made for the Department and the diplomatic and con
sular service for the fiscal years from 1898 to 1907, both inclusive. 

2. A tabulated statement of th~ expenditures made from the said 
appropriations. 

These statements cover all the principal appropriations made for the 
Department (during the said period), as it is understood that you de
sire the same only for comparative purposes. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, 
ROBERT BACON, Acting Secretary • 

.Appropriations tor fiscal vears 1898 to 19(11. 

Appropr-iatioDB. 1898. 18!J9. 1900. 1901. 1902. 1900. 1904. 1905., 1906. 1007. 

Salaries, Department of 
State____________________ $120,020.00 $125,420.00 $130,070.00 $136,489.44 $147,830.00 $159,926.40 $177,770.00 $175,520.00 $180,420.00 $208,970.00 

S tationery and furni-ture, etc ________________ _ 
Lithographing ___________ _ 
Books and maps __________ _ 
Contingent expenses, De-

partment of State ______ _ 
Editing revised and an-

6,000.00 
1,200.00 
2,000.00 

3,546.93 

nual statutes ___________ -------------
Salarie , ambassadors 

and ministers___________ 347,500.00 
Salaries, charge d'af-

faires ad interim _______ _ 
Salarie , secretaries, em-

ba sies and legations ___ _ 
Salaries, interpreters to 

embassies and legations_ 
Contingent expenses, for-

30,000.00 

51,275.00 

10,500.00 

eign missioDB-----------· 149,799.37 
Salaries , consular service_ 545,000.00 
Salaries , consular clerks__ 15,200.00 
Salaries, marshals for 

consular courts _________ _ 9,300.00 
Allowance for clerks at 

consulates_______________ 105,770.00 
Salaries, interpreters to 

• consulate --------------
Expenses, interpreters 

and ~t:ards in 'l'urldsh dormruons _____________ _ 
Repairs to legation and 

consular premises ______ _ 
Contingent expenses, 

15,000.00 

8,000.00 

2,000.00 

United States con
sulates___________________ 216,218.17 

Expenses of prison for 
American convicts ____ _ _ 14,100.00 

Expenses, consular in-

6,000.00 
1,20().00 
1,50().00 

3, 721.54: 

4,000.00 

35(), 000. 00' 

30,000.00 

54,()75.00 

10,500.00 

152,983.97 
567,000.00 
15,200.00 

9,300.00 

100,17().00 

15,000.00 

8,000.00 

3,000.00 

228,665.00. 

14,100.00 

6,543.68 
1,200.00 
2,000.00 

4,021.21 

4,000.0C' 

342,500.00 

30,000.00 

59,400.00 

10,504.4.0 

145,598.33 
54:5,447. 0 
15,200.00 

9,300.00 

105,170.00 

15,000.00 

8,000.00 

3,000.00 

22'9,822.81. 

14,100.00 

7,000.00 
1,200.00 
3,000.00 

4,212.06 

4,000.00 

350,000.00 

31,706.84 

62,400.00 

10,500.00 

225,000.00 
562,500.00 
15,000.00 

9,800.00 

114,530.00 

15,000.00 

8,000.00 

5,000.00 

263,248.«. 

12,550.00 

6,000.00 
1,200.00 
2,000.00 

4,472.55 

361,381.00 

30,413.76 

68,003.78 

10,500.00 

175,100.53 
575,269.24! 
14,800.00 

9,300.00 

1.22' 550. 00 

15,000.00 

8,000.00 

6,500.00 

264,90'.1..89 

13,150.00 

7,500.00 
1,200.00 
2,000.00 

372,000.00 

30,476.68 

73,650.00 

"20,500.00 

200,601.97 
614,481.19 
14,600.00 

!>,300.00 

130,35().00 

15,800.00 

8,042.99 

3,000.00 

300,759.12. 

13,150.00 

6,000.00 
1,200.00 
2,000.00 

6,000.00 

374,635.87 

30,024.35 

76,890.42 

20,500.00 

218,028.41 
630,369.60 
15,000.00 

9,300.00 

134,400.00 

16,050.24 

8,000.00 

5,000.00 

301,793.24 

13,150.00 

6,500.00 
1,200.00 
2.,000.00 

5,000.00 

385,500.00 

38,098.25 

81,325.00 

23,750.00 

. 211,000.00 
658,300.00 
14,600.00 

9,300.00 

136,700.00 

15,800.00 

8,000.00 

5,000.00 

315,000.00 

13,150.00 

6,500.00 
1,200.00 
2,000.00 

6,200.00 

(") 

403,500.00 

45,528.00. 

81,050.00 

23,75().00 

7,000.00 
1,200.00 
2,000.00 

7,000.00 

438,500.00 

4(),000.00 

109,225.00 

31,000.00 

220,000.00 225,000.00 
681,300.00 1,004,500.00 
14,600.00 15,000.00 

10,300.00 

153,060.00 

20,800.00 

10,000.00 

5,000.00 

320,000.00 

13,150.00 

11,000.00 

227,210.00 

20,800.00 

12,000.00 

5,000.00 

350,000.00 

13,150.00 

spectors_ _________________ ------------- ----------- ------------ ----------- ------------------------- -------------- ----·---- -------------- c15,000.00 
Clerks at embassies and 

legations ______________ ------------ ----------- ------------ ---------- -------·------ ------------ ------------ ----------- ------------- 0 68,0()0.00 
Transportation of diplo-

~~~~~~-~~~~~~~-~!~ ------------- ------------- ------------ ------------ ------------- ------------- ---~--------- ------------- --------,------ c 45,000.00 
1---------I---------- ~---------I---------I---------·I--------I·---------I---------·I-------- ------

TotaL _____________ 1,652,429.47 1,705,836.~ / 1,680,878.23 1,8!0,63'6,78 1,836,379.35 1,98!,338.35 2,048,112.13 2,100,743.25 2,201,358.91 2,788,555.00 

Amounts shown include deficiency appropriatio¥s. 
<~After July 1, 1901, appropriated for under head of" Salaries •. " l> Student interpreter. oNew appropriation; not mad~ prior to 1907. 
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Expenditures for fiscal years 1898 to 1907. 

Expenditures. l 1898. 1899. 1900. 1901. 1902. 1900. 1904. 1906. 1906. 1907. 

Salarieg, Department of 
$118,487.98 $122' 387. 55 $129' 441.01 $136·, 022.58 $143,597.91 $156,&33.41 State __________________ $166,408.45 $171,ll3.89 $175,590.09 $21.2,166.86 

Stationery, furniture, etc_ 6,004.80 5,697.20 5,538.18 6,982.71 6,000.00 7,499.09 6,039.13 6,497.12 6,491.().! 6,99!.77 
Lithographing ___________ 1,200.00 1,200.00 1,200.00 1,200.00 1,200.00 1,200.00 1,150.85 1,200.00 1,200.00 1,200.00 
Books and maps _________ 1,996.60 1,492.22 1,956.41 2,98i.70 2,000.00 1,997.66 1,999.19 1,999.63 1,991.55 1.955.01 
Contingent expenses, De-

3,522.25 3,496.74 4,242.75 4,217.44 4,472.55 partment of State _______ 4,999.79 5,999.92 4,9'49.00 5,985.60 6,998.27 
Editing revised and an-

nual statutes __________ ------------- 4,000.00 3,999.75 2,500.00 (") (") (") (") (") (") 
Salaries, ambassadors 

and ministers _____ _____ 326,445.66 314,529.14 323,747.51 323,818.36 351,174.76 346,143.05 359,741.25 359,192.73 351,744.73 410,124.97 
S alaries, charge d'affaires ad interim _______________ 16,430.15 23,597.90 27,222.84 37,726.25 34,2.51.71 32,676.49 37,605.05 32,691.34- 45,467.49 36,12i.20 
Salaries, secretaries em-

bassies and legations ____ 39,575.80 43,826.93 49,157.81 44,417.64 52,476.87 60,519.68 62,113.29 62,163.11 65,605.87 ';5,799.83 
Salaries, interpreters to 

embassies and legations 10,500.00 10,250.00 10,220.10 10,500.00 10,500.00 12,983.98 18,176.67 18,153.55 19,128 .94 23,438.7Z 
Cont ingent expenses, for-

140,568.96 181,839.02 169,597.67 eign missions _________ ___ 145,077.34 14.0,490.59 185,584.62 214,892.65 173,919.79 216,117.17 215,378.12 
Salaries, consular service_ 535,394.43 522,833.19 534,360.61 558,005.75 563,635.03 594,277.23 6'20,475.08 635,477.00 660,632.83 1,003,116.11 
Salaries, consular clerks __ 13,267.68 13,407.51 11,8!9.05 14,458.77 13,959.41 12,905.13 12,493.65 13,070.00 13,850.00 12,003.32 
Salaries, marshals for 

consular court s ________ 8,314.28 8,800.00 6,731.34- 6,351.23 7,413.58 7,607.11 7,900.74 4,592.88 7,080.01 750.00 
.Allowance for clerks at consulates ______________ 101,574.46 99,748.87 100,926.711 107,202.57 116,210.33 124,897.49 130,854.44 132,276.99 144,50!.73 2(11' 918. 64 
Salaries, interpreters to consulates _______________ 13,521.74 14,835.02 15,9'17.00 14,8i1.75 14,342.52 15,799.86 16,050.24 15,113.36 12,979.42 18,089.55 
Expenses, interpreters 

and guards in Turkish dominions _____________ 7,600.00 7,360.30 6,410.00 7,491.!)5 7,8S0.97 7,992.99 7, 773.32 7,748.89 9,575.36 10,360.84 
Repairs to legation and 

170.80 2,324.54 4,785.13 consular premises _______ 882.58 1,341.80 2,072.39 3,972.87 4,933.92 3,910.32 4,491.08 
Contingent expenses, 

United States eon-sulates __________________ 204,991.25 224,315.27 232,538.80 24.7,805.62 260,5:>"1..26 291,196.72 307,256.59 300,087.14 273,782.71 34.0,241.98 
Expenses of prison for 

American convicts _____ 6,081.28 5,170.54 3,380.12 3,061.76 4,574.9G 4,598.32 5,390.12 5,192.26 4,222.31 4,888.68 
Transportation of diplo-

matic and consular offi-
cers ______________________ ---------~- . ----------- ----------- ----------- ----------- ------------ -----·-----·-- ------------- -------------- 45,000.00 

Clerks at embassies and 1 
-------------- 41,106.97 legations------- - --------·------------ ----------- ------------ ---------- ----------- ------------ ------------- ------------

Expenses of consular in- 1 
------------- 11,5.54.34 spectors----------------· ------------- ------------ ------------- ------------ ----------- ------------- ------------- ---------------

TotaL-------~------ 1 1,560,868.2311,568,780.8311,609,580.78 1 1,713,752.24 1, 768,634.63 1 ,871, 785. ttl 1,986,313.50 1 1,9.>6,373.53 2, ot9, avo .17 2,714,632.29 

G After July 1, 1001, expenditures on this account included in salaries. 

RECAPITULATION. 
Total of approprlations-

1898 ----------------------------------------
. 1899 ----------------------------------------

1900 ----------------------------------------
1901 ----------------------------------------
1902 ----------------------------------------
1903 ----------------------------------------
1904 --------------------------- -------------
1905 ----------------------------------------
1906 ----------------------------------------
1907 ----------------------------------------

Grand total--------------------------------
Total expenditures-

1898 ----------------------------------------
1899 ----------------------------------------
1900 ----------------------------------------
1901 ----------------------------------------
1902 ----------------------------------------
1903 ·----------------------------------------
1904 ----------------------------------------
1905 ----------------------------------------
1906 ------------------------------------ - ---
1907 ----~-----------------------------------

Grand total--------------------------------

$1,652,429.47 
1,705,836.42 
1,680,878.23 
1,840,636.78 
1,836,379.35 
1,984,338.35 
2, 046, 112. 13 
2,103,743. 25 
2,201,358.91 
2,788,555.00 

19,840,267.89 

1 ,560,868. 28 
1, 568,780. 83 
1 ,609,580.78 
1,713,752.24 
1,768,634.63 
1,871, 785.01 
1, 986,313.50 
1, 956,373.53 
2,019,860.17 
2,714,632.29 

18, 770, 581. 26 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF CLERK, 

Washington, February 3, 1908. 
Hon. E. S. CANDLER, Jr., 

House of Representatives, Washington. 
SIR : Your letter of the 1st instant is received. It is noted that you 

desire a statement showing the appropriations and expenditures for the 
postal service for the last ten years and not the statement forwarded 
with my letter of the 31st ultimo, showing such figures for the Post
Office Department proper. 

The statement deslred by you with regard to the postal service Is 
transmitted herewith. _ 
• In this connection, I desire to state that numerous efforts were made 

by this office to locate you by telephone to ascertain if you desired the 
figures concerning the postal service. Your previous letter of the 29th 
ultimo called for the figures in relation to the Post-Office Department. 

Respectfully, 
M. 0. CHANCE, Chief Clerk. 

.A.pprop1·iations tor the postaL service for the fiscaL years 1892 to 1907. 

Fiscal year. 

1892 ________ --------·- .. --------------------1893 _________________________________ _ 

1894..._ ---------- ---- -- ---------------- -----
1895--------------------------------------1896 ________________________________ _ 

1898--------------------------------------

XLII-241. 

Appropria- Increa~e Per cent 
of in
crease. 

tions postal over pre-
service. vious year. 

$77' 907' 222 
79,829,115 
84,004,314 
87,236,5!)9 
89.545,997 
95,665,338 

---$i:-92i:s93- --------2~46 

4,175,199 5.23 
3,232,285 3.84 
2,309,398 2.64 
3,093, 774 3.34 

Appropriations for the postal service, etc.-continued. 

Fiscal year. 

18!¥) __ -------------- -- --------------------190() _____________________________________ _ 

1901 ___ . -------- -------------------- ---- ---
1992--------------------------+---------1903 ___________________________________ _ 
l!J04 __________________________________ _ 
1905 ___________________________________ _ 

1906 ___ ----------------------- ~- ---------
1907--------------------------------------

Appropria
tions postal 

service. 

$99,202,300 
105,627' 138 
113' 658' 238 
123,782,688 
138,416,598 
153,511,5!9 
170,8!5, 998 
181,022,093 
191,670, 9!)8 

Increase 
over pre

vious year. 

$3,536,962 
6,424,838 
8,031,100 

10,124,450 
14,633,910 
15,094,951 
17,334,449 
10,176,095 
10,648,905 

Per cent 
of in

crease. 

3.69 
6.47 
7.63 
8.90 

ll.82 
10.90 
11.28 
5.95 
5.88 

Expenditures tor the postaL service tor the fiscaL years 1892 to 1907. 

Fiscal year. 

1892-----------------~------ -------------
1893_ -------------------- -----------------
189!_ ------------------- ------------------
1895 __ ------------------------------------
1893_ ---- ------------------------- --------
1897 ---------------------------------=----
1898_ ----------------------------------- --18!)9 _________ _____________________________ _ 
1900 __ ____________________________________ _ 
1901 ______________________________________ _ 
190"2 ___________________________________ _ 
1903 ___________________________________ _ 
190-L __ --------------________________ ---- __ 
1005 ____ ---------------------------------
1906-------------------------------------
1907--------------------------------------

Expendi
tures postal 

service. 

$76,980,816 
81,581,681 
8!, !)94,111 
87,179,551 
90,932,669 
94,077,242 
!18,033,523 

101' 632' 160 
107' 740,267 
115,55!,920 
124,785,697 
138, 78!,487 
152,362,116 
167,309,169 
178,4.49,778 
190,238,288 

Increase 
over pre

vious year . 

$3,92'1.,327 
4,600,835 
3,412,430 
2,185,440 
3,753,118 
3,144,573 
3,9.>6,281 
3,598,637 
6,108,107 
7,814,653 
9,230,777 

13,998,790 
13,577,629 
15,037,053 
11,050,609 
1'1,7&S,fi.l0 

Per cent 
of in

crease. 

5.35 
5.97 
4.18 
2.57 
4.30 
3.45 
4.20 
3.67 
6.01 
7.25 
7.98 

11.21 
9.78 
9.85 
6.60 
6.60 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

. Washington, January 80, 1908. 
Srn: In reply to your communication of the 24th instant, I have the 

honor to give below a statement showing appropriations and disburse
ments in the Department of Commerce and Labor. 
Disbursements · from all appropriations made for the 

support of the Department of Commerce and Labor: 
Fiscal year ended June 30-

1903------------------------------------- a;24, O'c9. 94 1904 _____________________________________ 10,361,875.56 

1905------------------------------------- 11,272,391.45 
1906------------------------------------- 10,508, 185.87 
1907------------------------------------- 11,279,517.73 

"This am-ount covers disbursements for the period from Februarv 18 
1903, to June 30, 1903, during which period no payments were made 
on account of bureaus and offices transferred to the DepartmEnt of 
Commerce and Labor. 
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Appropriations made for the support of the Department 
of Commerce and I, uor : 

Fiscal year ended June 30-
. 0$24, 979. 94 

11, 072, 140. 39 
11,399,415.10 
11, 653, 924. 99 
12, 430, 614. 57 

1903-------------------------------------100-1 ________________________________ _ 

1905-------------------------------------1906 ___________________________________ _ 

1901-------------------------------
If the information given in this letter is not sufficient for your pur

poses, please advise me, specifying along what lines you desire further 
information. 

Yours, very respectfully, HERBERT KNox SMJ.TH, 
Acting Secretary. 

Hon. E. S. CA:m>LER, Jr., 
House of Rep1·escntati~:es, Washington, D. 0. 

Total appropriations for five years, 1903 to 1907, Inclusive, $46,-
581,074.99. 

DEPARTME)l'T OF JUSTICE, 
Wusltington, January f8, 1908. 

Hon. E. S. CANDLER, Jr., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 

SIR: In response to your request of the 24th in tant, I transmit 
herewith a statement showing the expenditures and appropriations 
under the Department of Justice for the fiscal years 1898 to 1907, 
inclusive. Judicial expenditures and appropriations include expenses 
of United States courts and the salaries of court officials. 

Tbe appropriations for the Department of Justice proper for the fiscal 
year 1 9!) include an item of 1,000,000 for a new Department building, 
$932,792.68 of which was ultimately covered bru::k into the Treasury. 

Respectfully, 
CHARLES J. BONAPARTE, 

A tton~ey-(}eneraT. 

Statement shotcing expenditut·es and appmpriations under the Depart
ment of Justice. 

Expendi
tures. 

Appropria
tions. 

lS:JS: 
Dcp::u-tment of Justice--------------------------- $371,145.58 $375,761.23 
JudiciaL------------------------------------ 6, 760,165.32 7, 77(),647. 25 

1---------1--------
TotaL _____________________ :_____________ 7 ,131,310.00. 8,146, 4DS.4& 

l====lo~~== 
189!): 

Deplll'tment of Justice-------------------- 388,132.50 1,426,53.5.38 
JudiciaL------------------------------------ ,_6_,28_1_,5_~_.65._ 1 _7_,_39?_~_,_42_8_-_'J:l_ 

TotaL--------------------------- 6,667,653..16 8,749,013.65 
1====1=~~= 

1900: 
Dep::u-tment of Justice---------------------- 436, 73lL03 405,252.52 
JudiciaL------------------------------· 6,293,310.06 5,937,59"2.38 r--------1--------

TotaL ________________________________ 6, 730,0!3.09 6,342,8!4.90 
1~===1=~~= 

1001: 
Department of Justice----------------------- 435,608.17 455,331.98 JudiciaL ____________________ . ____________ ! _. 6,2:>4,006. 71 6,574.,657 .38 

1-------4-------
Total___________________________________ 6, 729, 61.4. 83 7, 029,989.36 

1====1==== 
19re: 

Department of Justice------------------------ 473,003.04 522,137.44 
JudiciaL--------------------- 6,238,840.13 6.,353,912.48 

I----------·1-------
TotaL------------------------------------ 6, 762,743 .17 6,876,0!9.92 

I==== I'~~== 
!1.903bcp::u-tment of Justice------------------------ 590,894.39 1,146,900.41 

Judicial----------------·--------------------· 7 ,348, 991}. 51 7 ,879,00!. 41 
1----------·I---------

TotaL-------------------------------- 7 ,939,884. oo 9,026,510.82 
1====1,==== 

lOOJ: 
Department of Justice-·------------------ 635,139. 7& 726,689.31 
Judicial--------------------------------· 7, 4J7,5'l:l .18 7, 753,842.29 

1--------~--------
TotaL--------------------------- S,l12,666.96 8.,4.86,531.60 

1====1,==== 
1005: 

Department of Justice---·-------- 6&'3,025.03 726~438.48 
JudiciaL----------------------- 7,00!,275.5l 7,952,376.91 

I----------1---------
Toto.L-----------------;----------- 8,352,300.56 8,6.78,815.39 

l====lo==== 
1900: 

Department of Justice---------------------- 704,548.~ 6n,165.95 
JudiciaL--------------------------· 7,899,348.47 7,867,9!0.97 

l----------1----------
TotaL------------------------------ 8,603,~7. 00 8,539, 105.92 

1========:1======== 
1907: 

979,043.97 
9,421,886.30 

Departmen.t of Justice-..---------- 829,562.25 
JudiciaL---------------------------· B, 619, 9?...8.44 

1----------1----------
TotaL------------------------------------- 9, 419,400.69 10,400,930.27 

Total appropriations for ten years, $82,2.70,200.31_ 
o This amount covers disbursements for the period from February 18, 

1903, to June 30, 1903, during which period no payments were made 
on account of bureaus and otllces transferred to the DeJ.lartment of 
Commerce and Labor. 

DEPARTME)l'T Oil' THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, Jarmary 28, 1008. 

Hon. E. S. CANDLER, Jr., 
House of Representatives, United States. 

DE~ SIR: .In compliance with your request of the 24th instant, I 
subrrut herewith a statement showing the amounts appropriated for 
the Department of the Interior, its bureaus, offices, etc., under six 
g~neral divisio!lS, namely: "Salaries and expenses; salaries and con
tingent expenses, public land offices ; Indian affairs ; pensions ; public 
works; miscellaneous," for the period of. ten years, commencing July 1, 
1898, and ending June 30, 1907. 

This statement also shows the proportionate increase and decrease 
in the appropriations made in each year within that period of time. 

!UJ. you are probably aware, the above six general divisions of appro
priations are further subdivided into individual detailed appropria
tions, under 600 or more heads. 

While it is not practicable at this time to prepare a statement show
ing the exact amounts expended from these many individual appro
priations, it can probably IJe asserted. with a reasonable degree of cor
rectnes , that the amounts appropriated within this period of time 
have been practically expended, and the surplus, if any, from these 
~~V:~~~lsi~~F:~fer~Jfg:int. covered into the United States Treasury, is 

Very respecttnlly, J..ums RUDOLPH GARFIELD, 
Secretary. 

Statement of appropt·iations made tor the Department of tT~e Interior 
tor ten years front July 1, 1898, to June 30, 1!J(J"', shotoing increases 
and decreases of approp1'iations during that period. 

Fiscal year 1898: 
Salaries and expenses ____________________ _ 
Salaries and contingent expenses, public Ia.nd 

offices ----------------------------
Indian Affairs--------------------------
Pensions -------------------------------Public works_ _________________________ _ 

Miscellaneous -----------------------

Total --------------------------

l!~iscal year 1899 : 
Salaries and expense ---------------
Salaries and contingent expenses, public Ia.nd 

offices --------------------------------
Indian Affairs ----------------------------
Pensions ----------------------------
Public works----------------------------
Miscellaneous --------------------------

$4, 780, 428. 3T 

170,424.23 
7, 668, 073. 82. 

141, 264, 405. 19 
226,156.54 

2,477,984.52 

156,596,472.67 

4,731,065-60 

168,450.80 
8, 680, 621. 14 

H9,655,806.4G 
171,714.51 

2,490,532.71 

Total -------------------------------- 165, 807, 290. 22 
Increase over prior year------------------------- 9, 210, 817. 55 

====== 
Fiscal year 1900 : 

Salaries and expenses ______________ _ 
Salaries and contingent expenses, public land 

offices --------------------------
Indian Affairs --------------------
Pensions -----------------------
Public works--------------------
Miscellaneous ----------------------

Tobll ----------------------------------Decrease liilder p1.ior year ______________________ _ 

Fiscal year 1901: 
Salaries and expenses __________________ _ 
Salaries and contingent expenses, public land 

offices----------------------------Indian Affairs _______________________ _ 

Pensions ---------------------------------Public works ___________________________ _ 

Miscellaneomr ----------------------
Total __________________________________ _ 

Increase over prior year _______________________ _ 

Fiscal year 1902 ~ Salaries and expenses ____________________ _ 
Salaries ana contin.,.ent expenses, public land 

offices-----------------------------------Indian Affairs ________________________ _ 
Pensions _________________________________ _ 

Public works-------------------------
Miscellaneous·-----------------------

Total __________________________________ _ 

Decrease under prior year-------------------

Fiscal yea:r 1903 : Salaries and expenses ______________ _ 
Salaries and contingent expense ,. l.lublic land 

offices------·------------------
Indian Affuirs----------------------------
PensioDS-----------------------------
Public works----------------------------
Miscellaneous---------------------

Total -----------------------------
Decrease under prior year---------------------

Fiscal year 1904: 
Salaries. and expenses---~------------- • 
Salaries :md ctmtingent expenses, pu}}llc land 

offices. ------------------------

4, 194, 611. 78 

163,350.00 
8,2H4,865.74 

145,498,503.27 
198.805.70 

3,817,379.37 

162,707,515.86 
3,099,774.36 

4,880,002.58 

168,050.00 
9,828,744.74 

145,245,554.35 
351,506.84 

12, 180, 634. 40 

172,654,492.91 
9,_ 946, 977. 05 

4,933,549.97 

175,329.60 
10,356,264.00. 

145,!!60,350.00 
1,446, 975.71 
6 785,536.06 

16 ' 958, 006. 30 
3, ()!)6 486. 61. 

a, 0!!3r 235.- 03 

175,820.93 
9, SHl, 29!>. 29 

140,053,467.00 
740,579.43 

3,. 562,. 469. 37 

159, 496, 871. 05 
9,461,135.25 

5, 129,720.3!) 

17!>,486.6!) 
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Fiscal year 1904-Continued. 

Ind1an Affairs -----------------------------
Pensions ----------------------------------
Public works-----------------------------
Miscellaneous -----------------------------

Total ----------------------------------Decrease under prior year _____________________ _ 

Fiscal year 1905 : 
Salaries and expenses---------------------
Salaries and contingent expenses, public land 

offices ----------------------------------
Indian Affairs-----------------------------
Pensions ----------------------------------Public works ___________ _: __________________ _ 

Miscellaneous -----------------------------

Total ---------------~------------------Increase over prior year------------------------

$8,925,440.81 
139,931,325.00 

1,469,589.40 
3,790,293.38 

159,425,855.67 
71,015.38 

5,232,820.81 

176,700. 90 
10,247, 033.56 

142, 520, 881. 00 
1, 770, 361. 40 
3,920,010.95 

163,867,808.62 
4,441,952.95 

======= 
Fiscal year 1906 : 

Salaries and expenses---------------------
Salaries and contingent expenses, public land 

offices ----------------------------------
Ind1an Affairs-----------------------------
Pensions - ---------------------------------
Public works-------------------------------
Miscellaneous -----------------------------

Total ----------------------------------Decrease under prior year ______________________ _ 

5,281,496.15 

178,395.64 
8,454,477.08 

142,750,307.00 
2,423,529.96 
3,722,915.30 

162, 811, 121. 13 
1,056,687.49 

======= 
Fiscal year 1907 : Salaries and expenses ______________________ _ 
. Salaries and contingent expenses, public land 

offices-----------------------------------
Indian Affairs -----------------------------
Pensions-----------------------------------
Public works -----------------------------
MiscellaneouS------------------------------· 

Total-----------------------------------
Increase over prior year ------------------------

5,153,237.93 

194,094.95 
14,878,144.83 

143,746,106.15 
1,667,500.00 
3,802,922.28 

169,442,006.14 
6,630,885.01 

====== 
Total appropriations for ten years---------------- 1, 641, 767, 440. 57 

Appropriations for 1907------------------------
Appropriations for 1898-------------------------

169,442,006.14 
156,596,472.67 

----------------
Comparative increase In ten years (1907 com

· pared with 1898)----------------------
Average annual expenditures for ten years, from 

July 1, 1898, to June 30, 1907-----------------

1-2, 845, 533. 47 

164,176,744.05 

Total increase over prior years for ten years _____ _ 30,230,632.56 
17,385,099.09 Total decrease under prior years for ten years _____ _ 

Difference-------------------------------- 12,845,533.47 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF 'rHE SECRETA.RY, 

Washington, January 81, 1908. 
Hon. E. S. CANDLER, Jr. 

House of Representatives. 
Sm: In reply to your request of the 24th Instant, I have the honor to 

Inclose herewith a statement showing the appropriations and expendi
tures for the Treasury Department proper and its several bureaus 
and offices for the fiscal years 1898 to 1907, Inclusive. 

Respe~tfully, 
GEO. B. CORTELYOU, Secretary. 

Statement of appropriations ana · expenditures tor the Tt·easury Depart
ment ana its bureaus tor the fiscal years 1898 to 1907, it~clusive. 

1898. 1899. 

Appropria- Expend!- Appropria- Expendi-
tions. tures. tions. tures. 

Treasury Department 
proper------------------ $3,175,909.79 $3,074,323.46 $3' 281' 306. 32 $3,185,817.00 

Independent Treasury ____ 589,932.73 59'3,685.66 600,488 .76 599,685.25 
Mint Establishment _____ 1,171,839.66 1,128,172.18 1,585,8"28 .85 1,4&3,270.92 
Internal Revenue _________ 5,039,854.90 4,902,511.15 4,46!>,130.71 . 4,499,146.87 
Oustoms Service __________ l3,331,894. 77 14,186,007.18 17,791,823.36 16,921,647.34 
Ma<lno-Hoapltal Smioe-1 961,175.21 709,248.04 991,655.17 783,0.!3.21 
Life-Saving Service------· 1,633,398.00 1,537,740.00 1,593, 999 .80 1,529,003.35 
Light-House Establish-

ment ____________________ 3,253,598.42 3,331,256.37 3,569,279.80 3,118,833.50 
Bureau of Engraying 

and Printing ___________ _! 1,181,870.00 1' 129' 261.93 1,616,590.00 1,612,925.18 
St.amboot J:n.p"tlon I Ser>ice_________________ 340,()()g.04 340,009.04 331,678.33 831,678.33 
Ooast and Geodetic 

Survey ____ ------------ 509,951.27 418,007.81 707,072.30 659,412.43 
Treasury, blll1dings, etc__ 8,000.00 13,998 .. 140 8,000.00 7 ,U64. 77 
Miscellaneous.~----------- 3,100, 193.83 3, 322,684.24 3,663,912 .32 3,691,474.59 

TotaL--------------l l, 297,137.65 34,746,855.49 40,211,765.73 38,434,903.74 

Statement of appropriations and e:cpenditm·es, etc.-Continued. 

1900. 1901. 

Trcaeury Department proper __________________ 
Independent Treasury ____ 
Mint Establishment _____ 
Internal Revenue ________ 
Oustoms Service ________ 
Marine-Hospital Service __ 
Life-Saving Service ______ . 
Light-House Establish-ment ____________________ 
Bureau of Engraving 

and Printing ___________ 
Steamboat Inspection Service ______________ ___ 
Ooast and Geodetic 

Survey------------------
Treasury, buildings, etc __ 
Miscellaneoua ____________ 

TotaL ____________ 

Appropria
tions. 

~.195,590.25 
680,263.05 

1,583,191.44 
5,115,708.61 

20,472,571.79 
1,058,618.89 
1,591,106. 50 

4,090,362.97 

1,820,466.41 

316,140.85 

381,813.00 
38.5,282.00 

3,88-3,355.10 

44,575,590.85 

Expcndi- Appropria- Expendi-
tures. tions. tures. 

$3,277,786.67 $3,417,617.02 $3,395,011.92 
682,811.85 720,772.93 683,610 .52 

1,479,648.25 2,134,933 .4.1 1,900,475.17 
4, 991,677.41 6,131,334.90 5,!)!)(),282.72 

19,918,001.34 Q2, 785,300 .53 22,983,892.72 
982,495.77 1,220,793.31 1,240,192.37 

1,57fl,l27. 73 1,700,858.05 1,650,907.17 

~.556,840.70 3,894,590. 72 3,638,8:18.53 

1,807,169.59 2,108,069.81 2,058,5!>8.21 

316,140.85 354,929.90 35-!,929.90 

528,156.05 1,110,345.00 753,298.04 
18,284.67 48,000.00 252,173.91 

3,467,521.26 3,679,021. 75 3,313,235.24 

12,605,662.14 49,306,637.36 48,227,507.42 

1902. 1903. 

Appropria- Expendi- Appropria- Expendi-
tions. tures. tiona. tures. 

Treasury Department: 
proper------------------- $3,687,785.41 $3,533,329.24 $4,001,08.).32 $3,8!6,800.94 

Independent ""ea~.-.y ----~ lm!,aro.oo 683,544.89 720,840.00 704,203.54 
Mint Establishment _______ 1,558,697.37 1,535,666.00 1,599,207.56 1,456,220.57 
Internal Revenue __________ 8,965,204.87 8,536,348.58 11,098,979.96 10,603,813.60 
Oustoms Service_ _________ 21,560,535.20 20,929,263.78 21,463,724.73 20,997,1&5.92 
Marine-Hospital Service __ 1,132,156.14 1,234,264.51 4 1,193,278.92 "1,356,455.87 
Life-Saving Service _______ 1,782,136.90 1,667 ,688. 4& 1,821,266.58 1, 746,8ll.l9 
Light-House Establish-

ment 11
------------------ 4,694,308.44 4,181,403.39 4,538,105.16 4,537,315.67 

Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing ___________ 2,685,557.92 

Steamboat-Inspect i on 
2,653,522.43 2, 789,154.97 2,m,348.50 

Service 1> ----------------
Ooast and Geodetic Sur-

344,490.06 344,400.06 437,140.30 436,871.50 

vey 11 -------~------------ 612,005.31 838,832.07 1,141,525.20 866,215.78 
Treasury building, etc ____ 8,000.00 99,426.10 381,600 .00 71,097.20 Miscellaneous _____________ 8,226,576.69 3,3ll,340.8l 2,992,471.75 3,170,08!.93 

------
TotaL--------------,50, 93a,824. 31 4g,579,120.40 54,181,540.45 52,574,426.21 

1904. 1905. 

Appropria
tions. 

Treasury Department 
proper---------------- $3,597,768.99 

Independent T<ea'"'Y----~ 76'2,1199.16 
Mint Establishment _______ 1, 721,260.97 
Internal Revenue _____ _____ 4,946,523.19 
Customs Service_ _________ l9, 269,329.05 
Public Health and Ma-

rine-Hospital Service_ __ 1,126,052.03 
Life-Saving Service _______ 1,8l8,578.59 
.Bureau of Engraving 

and Printing ___________ 2, 756,629.20 
Treasury building, etc.. ___ 139,500.00 
Miscellaneous __________ ___ 3,277,800.52 

Expendi
tures. 

$3,564,094.95 
753,953.15 

1,401,372. 74 
5,329,699. 71 

19,036,6!7.26 

1,424,362. 73 
1,779,443.69 

2,756,163.65 
-182,486.41 

3,250,34!>.17 

Appropria- Expendi-
tions. tures. 

$3,822,817.41 $3,776,151.14 
78i,464.10 746,700.05 

1,453,636.29 1,299,100.68 
5,223,589.07 5,034,922.00 

20' 29"2' 421. 23 20,299,8U.82 

1,353, 75'J.97 1,290,092.32 
l,S43,28S.38 1,840,505.21 

2,916,887.82 2,866,340.62 
85,100.00 164,423.63 

4,032,965.06 3,692,537.35 

TotaL--------------}9, 445,541.69 39,478,573.46 41,809,959.33 41,010,679.82 

1900. 1907. 

Treasury Department 

Appropria
tions. 

proper------------------- $3,930,257.59 
Independent Treasury_____ 767,872.00 
Mint Establishment _______ 1,420,427.51 
Internal R-evenue________ 6,022,407 .20 
Oustoms Service_ ______ ___ 20, 791,9il.31 
Public Health and Ma-

Expendi
tures. 

Appropria- Expendi-
tions. tures. 

$3,894,449.24 $4,015,089.28 $3,973,673.22 
750,302.58 776,570.00 771 '74.9.46 

1,279,898.<X':! 1,453,075 .51 1,317,511.77 
5,747,860.69 5,655,822.69 5,490,360.71 

20,574,670.29 21,271,726.58 20,621,869.52 

rine-Hospital Service_ __ 1,513,509.16 1,200,098.80 2,02.5,000.00 1,441,298 .16 
Life-Saving Service _______ 1,866,352.84 1,8!3,012.24 1,875,598.76 1,795,4.81.66 
Bureau of Engraving 

and Printing __________ 2,918,8!0.00 2,914,726.81 3,503,300.43 3,347,859.93 
Treasury building, etc..___ 18,0.'i0.00 66,8{}7.61 227,903.58 12,101.4& 
Miscellaneous _____________ , 3,580,189.74 4,28!,426.85 4,661,000.96 3,85i,i44.48 

TotaL _______________ 42,829,847.35 142,556,253.22 45,465,152.79 42,625,353.39 

a Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service. 
b Transferred to the Department of Commerce and Labor on July 1, 1903. 
Total appropriations for ten years, $i43,153,997 .52. 

DErART:IIENT OF AGRICULTURE, 

Hon. E. S. CANDLER, Jr., 
House of Representatives. 

OFFICE OF 'l'IIE SECRETARY, 
Washington, J anuary ?:1, 1908. 

SIR: As requested in your letter of .January 24, 1908, I beg to indose 
herewith a statement showin" expenses of this Department for each 
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year for the last ten years and the proportionate increas~ in the. appro
priations during that period: 

Fiscal year. Amount Amount ap- 0~~~~~-expended. propriatod. ing year. 

18!J8 _____________ ~---------------------- $2,425,510.44 $2,467,002.00 $19,138.41 
361,800.00 
176,320.00 
298,243.97 
618,514.54 

l.SW _______________________ 2,827 ~795.65 . 2,829,702.00 
1900 ________________________________ 2, 9-!7 ,60"3.42' 3,006,023.00 

190L------------------------- 3,239,137 ..39 3,304,265.97 l!lfY.L ________________________ 3,00"2,675.79 3,922,780.51 
1,093,065.49 

9,178.01 
1,069,515.99 
1,0Sl,ISO..OO 
04,2!0,~67.97 

1903 _________________________ 4,734,230.8i 5,015,8!6.00 
1904 ____ .:_ ____ ~----------------- 4,969,311.64 5,025,024.01 
1005---------------------------- 5,8ffi.,939.57 6,094,5!0.0()" 
1908------------------------------· 6,000,327.85" 7 ,1.75,690.00 
1901------------------------ "9,356,466.46 11,415,957.97 

.. Includes permanent appropriation ot $3,000,000 for me.at inspection. 
Very respectfully, 

J"A:UES WlLSO:l'f, Secretary. 
Total appropriations for ten years, 1898 to 1907, inclusive, $50,-

257,730.46. 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 1, 1908. 

Sm: Replying to your letter of the 24th ultimo, fequesting state
ments showing the expenses of the Navy Department for each year 
for the last ten years, also the proportionate increase, If any, in the 
appropriations made for the Department during these years, I have 
the honor to inclose herewith fer your information a statement pre
pared by the Paymaster-General of the Na.vy, containing the desired 
information. 

Very respectfully, . V. H. METCALF, Sf:cretaru. 
Hon. EJ. S. CA...>wLEit, Jr., M. C., 

House of Representatives_. TV~hin.gton., D. 0 

Statement showing ezpenaitures o1• accownt of the nava~ establ.ishme1~t 
and amounts appropriatea during each- fi,Sca' vear from 1898 to 1907., 
inclusive. 

For fiscal year~ 
Payments on Amounts ap- ed int 
account of the propriated for Tarn ° 
naval estab- the- naval cs- the smplns 

lishment. tablishment. fund. 

Balance on hand Ju1y I, 1891 _______ ------------ $13,553,313.17 ---------
1898------------------------------ 55,241,742.75 
1899-------------------------- 65,373,667.SS 
1900----------~----------- 55,485,006.75 
1901-------------------------- 00,433,393.42 
1002--------------------------- 67,196,368.76 

~========--==--=--=======--~= 1::~:~:~ 1905---------------------------- 114,88-3,583.21 
1906------------------------------ 107' 939,855 .13 
1907_____________________ 00,001.,24.9.30 

119,895,468.34 $199,052.81 
53,043,382.61. 171,012.70 
53' 627, 6!)1. 70 !9' 823,22-1. 2!} 
65,538,50&.8'7 6,835,W!.69 
8'3,631, 770.37 1, 765,693.8() 
80,!119,923.15 962,601.31 
87,256,759.68- 9,331,822.3() 

112,351,876.27 1,002,950.44 
102,200,312.11 1,472,275.56 
10J,,386,689.88 1,002,2?...3.74 

1805,619,21T.33 876,ill,705.35 42,591,364.64 
Balance on hand June 30, 1907-----· 43,657,964.23 ------------- -----------

_Turned into the surplus fund.. ____ l_____________ 42,591,364.64 ------------

TotaL------------------1 S19,277,181.56 833,820,340.71 ----------

The excess of pa:vments over amounts appropriated, less amount 
turned in to the surp"lus fund ($15,456,840.85), is dne to payments from 
fonds not- appropriated for by Congress, such as the clothing and small 
stores fund, Naval Hospital fund, naval supply fund, pay of the Navy 
deposit fund, and ordnance material proceeds of sales, which are 
included tn the first column. 

The large amounts turned tnto the surplus fund during the years 
1900 to 1904, inclusive, are mostly the unexpended balances of the 
e~ency fund and other special appropriations incidental to the 
Sp s.h war. E. B. RoGERS, 

Paymaster-General,. United States Navy. 

WAR DEPARTl\IENT, 
Washin.gton, JanuanJ £8, 1908. 

SIR: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 24th instant, requesting a statement showing the expenses of the 
War Department .for eac? year for the .la~t ten years; also the propor-
tionate increase, if any, m the appropnations. made for the Department 
during these years, n:nd in reply r have to inform you that the following 
amounts represent the total of all appropriations made by Congress for 
the War Department and expenditures therefrom for the fiscal years 
1898 to 1907, both inclusive: 

Fiscal year. Appropriations. Expenditures. 

1898----------------------------- $96,281,219.52 $9!,105,44g.sa 
189!>----------------------------~ 354,4.00,8-ID.&i 274.723,200.62 
1900------------------------------ 119,235,266.23 137,559,764.00 

!====~-=====-~==========-~=====v~~:m:e:~ ill:iit=:~ 190!_ ________________ _;_ ____ .__ 112,294,177.67 119,.538,275.31 

1905-------------------------------------- 132,3-!4,541.23 1.2!,907 ~74.2.. 77 
1900------------------------·------------------ 90,158,703.85 ll7 '779,442.11 
1907------------------------------ 175,690,508.69 123,879,540.74 

I------------·I-----------
Tota.L----------------------------?•582,638,679.47 1,376,172,652.60 

Very respectfu1ly~ 

Hon. E. S. CA..."\"DLEn, Jr., 

RoBERT SH.A.. w On IYEll, 
A.ssistcmt Becretar11 of War. 

House of llepresentath;es, Washington, D. 0. 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
B"GREAU OF Sorr.s:, 

Hon. EJ. S'. CXNDLER,. J"r., 
Waahington, D. 0., FebruanJ 13, 1908. 

House of llepresenta:tives, WashEngton, D. 0. 
MY DEAR Mn.. CA..."<DLER: I submit herewith the memorandum which 

yon requested in regard to internal-revenQe taxes on domestic and im
ported tobacco manufactured in the United States, compared with tbe 
total amounts of the appropriation for the Department of .Agriculture 
for the same years, from 1901 to HlOG, inclusive. The years 1{)07 and 
1908 are also added on the departmental apQroptiation. I trust that 
this may reach you in time~ 

I have the honor to be, very sincerely; 
J". A. BOXST:EEL. 

Totaf in-temal revenue derived. tro1n taxes im.posect ana collected 01l 
domestic and impo1-ted. tobacco manufacturer!. 

Fiscal year-
1901 ------------------------------------ $G2, 481, 907. 13 

!HI~~~~~~~~{~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ii: Ill: ii! ti 
Total _________________________________ 296, 66!>, 359. 19 

Total amounts of appropriat'WWJ, Department of A.gricztltut·e. 
Fiscal year-

1901----------------------------------------

1!8~ ===--================================ 
1905======================================== 1906 _______________________________________ _ 

Total __________________________________ _ 

1907 -----------------------------------
1908 -----------------------------------

To the Representatives. tL"ld Senators i~ Oongres.s: 

$4,020,500.00 
4,582,420.00 
5,20 ,!}60.00 
5,96 ,160.0(} 
5,!)02,040.00 
G,882,G!>O.OQ 

32,573,770.00 
9,932,940.00 
!},447,290.00 

We, the undersigned, members of faculties in universities and col
leges, and educators of New York City, voicing, as we believe the senti
ments of many thousands of American. citizens, earnestly protest against 
the extravagant <'Wmand for an addltion of over $GO.OOO 000 in the 
form of fonr new battle ships, cruisers, etc., to the na:val budget 
of last year, inasmuch as no danger threatens the country not known 
last April, when President Roosevelt told the world: " We are no longer 
enlargmg our Navy. We are simply keepin"" up Its strength. The 
addition ?f one battle ship a year barely enables us to make good the 
units wh1ch become obsolete." 

Sixty-five per cent- of the national income is now expended on war 
past ~d present. The increase of our naval budget has recently bee~ 
used m the French Assembly as a reason for increasing its own ~ is 
largely responsible for the increase of armaments among Asiatic nations, 
and is well-nigh certain to retard lhat reduction in the armaments 
ot the world for which we have so lono- been waitin". 

The growing discontent throngbout the world at., the appalling in
crease of waste of national resources must be heeded. We feel that 
this protest is the more necessary, inasmuch as there are various new 
nnd effective method..<J now available for- promoting international friend
ship and rationally settling difficulties which these new demands seem 
to i~nore. 

William H. Maxwell, city superintendent of schools. 
J"ohu H. Finley, president of the College of the City of New York. 
Clarence D. Ashley, dean of the law school, New York University. 
Henry W. LeipzigerJ.. supervisor of public lectures. 
J"ohn Bates Clark, columbia University. 
Geor~e W. Kirchwey, dean of the law school, Columbia University. 
Chru:.1es P. Fagnani, Union Theological Seminary. 
Andrew W. Edson, associate city superintendent of schools. 
Samuel T. Dntton, Teachers' College, Columbia University. 
H. C. Bumpus, American 1\Iuseum Natural History. 
Frederick Dielman, College of the City of New York. 
Alfred G.. Compton, College of the City of New York. 
James C. Egbert, Columbia University. 
J"ames Voorhees, Columbia University. 
Francis H. Stoddard, New York University. 
Carl Lorentzen, New York University. 
James Harvey Robinson, Columbia University. 
Henry R- Seager. Columbia University. 
Edward L. Thorndike, Teachers' College, Columbia University. 
J"ohn Dewey, Columbia University. 
A. D. T. Hamlin, Columbia University. 
Calvin Thomas, Columbia Uni:versity. 
Francis M. Burdick, Columbia University~ 
J". E. Spingarn,. Columbia University. 
J". R. Wheeler, Colombia University. 
Conzalez Lodge, 'l'eachers' College, Columbia University. 
Herbert L. Osgood, Colombia University. 
J"oseph French Johnson, New York University. 
D. W .. Hering, New York University. 
Arthur B. Lamb, New York University. 
Dr. Henry G, Piffard. Columbia University. 
Charles Lane Poor, Columbia University. 
Louis Celamarre, College of the City of New York. 
George C. Scott, College of the City of New York. 
William J". Brewster, Columbia University. 
William G. McGuckiil, Colle~ of the City of New York. 
Anna M. Olsson, principal Public School 141, Brooklyn. 
George Meason Whieher, Normal College. 
Hiram H. Bice. 
Eugene H. Pool, 1\I. D., Columbia University. 
F. W. Osborn, Adelphi College. 
James C. Reynolds. 
Edwin A. Greenlaw, Adelphi College. 
Ellen Murray. Public School 38, Bronx:~ 
Annie J". Farley, Publlc School 183. 
Isabel D. Fisher, Adelphi Colleo-e. 
Agnes E. De Monde, principal PUblic School 116, Brooklyn. 
Kate S. Anthony, Horace Mann Schoof. 
C. F. Chandler, Columbia University. 
May F. M. Aleer, principal Puolic School 188. 
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Charles A. Beard, Columbia University. 
Er·nest Ilg'(.'n, College of the City of New York. 
A. Beatrice Beard, Adelphi College. 
W. E. Waters, l ew York University. 
Ida !keller, Public School 68. 
C. L. Speranza, Columbia University. 
Frederick L. Ludgucer, principal Public School 152, Brooklyn. 
Mrs. 1\Iaria Kraus-Buelte, Kraus's Seminary for Kindergartners. 
Mary C. Bergen, Public School 73. 
K. R. Brady, Public School 151, Brooklyn. 
Charles Perrine, principal Public School 110, Brooklyn. 
Eliza S . Pell, principal Public School 96. 
1\1. A. Regan, Public School 107. · 
A. B. Turner, College of the City of New York. 
Joseph Allen, College of the City of New York. 

amuel Newman, College of the City of New York. 
J. II. Gr·otecloss, Public School 11. 
Margaretta Uehlein, Public School 54. 
Ilenry C. Pearson, Teachers' College. 
Gustave Le Gros, College of the City of New York. 
Emma S. Saudrine, Public School 93. 
Jeannette S. Sewett, Normal College. 
Graham Lusk, New York University. 
Henry Edward Crampton, Columbia University. 
William "M. Campbell, New York University. 
Joseph S. Taylor, district superintendent of schools. 
Elizabeth A. Duggan, Public School 57. 
l\L D. Coles, Normal College. 
'ecile Freese, Horace Mann SchooL 

Edmund Burke, College of the City of New York. 
Ellen U. l'hilips, principal Public School 131. 
J. G. Bowtell, Nor·mal College. 
Royal Whitman, Columbia University. 
A. G. Jacob, Jamaica High School. 
H. F. Walker, Columbia University. 
G. M. Swift, Columbia University. 
Ge<>rge N. Boardman, Columbia University. 
Edwin C. Broome, Adelphi College. 
A. Henry Grant, Jersey City High School. 
Samuel Ayers, Public School 132. 
J. C. Gordy, New York University. 
Caroline Emanuel, Public School '50. 
Charles C. Roberts, Public School 25. 
Emma L. Johnston, Brooklyn Training School. 
M. A. Bigelow, Teachers' College, Columbia University. 
Isabella Sulivan, Public School 170. 
Maurice J. Thompson, Public School 6. 
l\1. Allen Starr, Columbia University. 
William .E. Grady, Public School 64. 
Ellen T. O'Brien, Public School 36. 
Kate 1\I. Falvey. Public School 78. 
Jessie Ashley, New York University. 
Jennie Birmingham, Public School 90. 
Charles Bikle, Horace Mann School. 
George Philip Krapp, Columbia University. 
Augusta L. Cassidy, Public School 49. 
Benjamin Veit, Public School-. 1. 
William B. Coley, Columbia University. 
U. B. Barringer, Public School 39. 
Teresa C. Burke, Public School 121. 
Downing Bain, New York University. 
Clara American, Public School 127. 
Gertrude Hirst, Columbia University. 
William N. Story, Public School 34. 
Elizabeth J. Hofer, Public School 174. 
William J. O'Leary, Public School 5, Brooklyn. 
Elizabeth V. Gaines, Adelphi College. 
John F. Riegart, principal School 2. 
Emma Sylvester, principal Public School 35. 
Paul Monroe, Teachers' College. 
V. E. Kilpatrick, principal Public Schopl 52. 
Millicent Baum1 principal Public School 168. 
William L. Ettmger, Public School 147. 
Isaac Price, Public School 65b. 
Olivia J. Hall, Public School 157. 
James Sullivan, Boys• High School, Brooklyn. 
Charles J. Pickett, principal Public School, 26, Bronx. 
Margaret E. Maltby, Barnard College. 
H. M. C. Vedder, New York University. 
William L. Fuller, Girls' High School. 
Charles Gray Shaw, New York University. 
J F. Kemp, Columbia University. 
Florence M. Marshall, Horace Mann School. 
W. L. Bulkley, principal Public School 80. 
F. M. McMurry, Teachers' College, Columbia University. 
William E. B. Starkweather, College of the City of New York. 
John F. Harris, principal Public School 95. 
M. F. O'Connell, principal Public School 31. 
J ennie M. Tower, principal Public School 114. 
Sadia E. Baird, Public School 48. 
Helena A. Hulskarup, E lementary School 63. 
Mary L. Brady, Public School 177. 
Florence .E. Viet, Packer Collegiate -rnstitute, Brooklyn. 
Mary A. Willis, Packer Colle.e:iatc Institute. 
John F. Woodhull, Columbia University. 
M. Adelaide Nutting, Teachers' College, Columbia University. 
George N. Olcott, Columbia UniTersity. 
Charles P. Berkey, Columbia University. 
Julia Emery Turner, Packer Collegiate Institute. 
E. L. Kuntz, Columbia University. 
Joseph E. Messenger, New York. 
Clarence II. Youno-, Columbia University. 
Edith C. Squires, 'Packer Collegiate Institute. 
E. KP-lly, Public School 87, Brooklyn. 
Lyman · A. Best, Public School 108. 
John J. Wells, Public School 3fi, Brooklyn. 
M. D. Batchelder, Horace Mann School. 
E. G. Sihler, New York University. 
F. A. Irvine. Public School 68, :Brooklyn. 
Elenore E. Elliott. Public School 57. 
Catherine P. Candler, Normal College. 
FJ. Aubert, Normal College. 
Herbert G. Lord, Columbia University. 
Laura B. Collier, Packer Collegiate Institute. 

E. F. Nichols, Columbia University. 
Robert Peele, Columbia University. 
Virgil Prettyman, Morace Mann School. 
Thomas C. Baker, Public Scbool 44, Brooklyn. 
Bernard J. Devlin, Public School 13, Bronx. 
l\1. E. Quinn~.,.Public School 125. 
.Ella Keith, Normal College. 
Kathleen M. Kullen, Public School G6, Brooklyn. 
Margaret S. Winslow, Public School 18, Brooklyn. 
Harriet L. Bogue, Public School 55, Brooklyn. 
Gertrude E. Hale, Packer Collegiate Institute, Brooklyn} . 
Julia B. Anthony, Packer Colle~iate Institute, Brook yn. 
Emily H. Welch, Packer Collegiate Institute, BrooklyiL 
Edwin B. Uline, Public School 27. 
Mary Walsemaim, Public School 8, Brooklyn. 
Matilda C. Skine, Public School 20, Brooklyn. 
l\f. W. Kennerly, Normal College. 
M. J. l\Ienitt, Public School 29, Brooklyn. 
Joseph C. Pfister Columbia University. 
l\Iary A. Reo-an, Public School 31, Bronx. 
William P. iicCarthy, Public School 42, Bronx. 
Mary C. V. Connolly, Public School 113. 
L. A. McLauth, New York University. 
Channing Rudd, New York University. 
Charles C. Holden, Public School 17, Bronx. 
James S. C. Wells, Columbia University. 
James C. Rogers. Public School 128, Brooklyn. 
Olin Cartridge, Horace Mann School. 
Elizabeth F. Doherty, Public School 42, Brooklyn. 
Henry C. Sherman, Columbia University. 
Miss Miriam Werner, Normal College, New York. 
William Fox, College of the City of New York. 
Priscilla Fletcher, Normal Coue...-e. 
Henry E. Bliss, College of the Cfty of New York. 
C. Howard Parmly, College of the City of New York. 
Sarah Goldie, Public School 190. 
Kate M. Stephens, Public School' 135. 
Walter W. Arnold, Horace Mann School. 
Ida E. Robins. Teachers' College, Columbia University. 
Elizabeth M. Wheelock, Horace Mann School. 
Edmund M. Foote, College of Physicians and Surgeons, Columbia 

University. 
John S. Fitzpatrick, Public School 81, Brooklyn, 
Augusta Beck, Public School 88, Brooklyn. 
Kate Van Wagenen, Public School 2, Bronx:. 
Andrew E. Eichman, Public School 97, Brooklyn. 
James E. Lough, New York University. 
Louise Castle, Public School 92, Brooklyn. 
Edward Bush, Public School 18, Brooklyn. 
Curtis Claassen, New York University and Bellevue Hospital Medico.l 

College. 
Leslie J. Tompkins, New York University Law School. 
Gorham Bacon, Columbia University. 
Carlos F. MacDonald, University and Bellevue Medical College. 
Barclay W. Bradley, College of the City of New York. 
Edward Mandell, Public School 188. 
Mary A. Mason, Public School 79, Brooklyn. 
Moses Becker, jr., Public School 118, Brooklyn. 
Kate Morgan Ward, Packer ColleJ?iate Institute. 
Fred H. Sykes, Columbia University. 
F. N. Cole, Columbia University. 
David Sneddon, Columbia University. 
Allan Abbott, Horace Mann School. 
C. M. Baker, Horace Mann School. 
Adolph Werner, College of the City of New York. 
Emory B. Lease, College of the City of New York. 
Marie-Louise Raoux, Normal College. 
Marr Amelia Sheldon, Normal College. 
Lems F. Mort, College of the City of New York. 
Charles A. Downer, College of the City of New York. 
Marion S. Coan, Normal College. 
Susan E. Van Wert, Normal College. 
Thomas J. Meighan, Public School 27, Bronx:. 
L. G. Simmons, Normal College. 
A. Wadsworth, Columbia University. 
Frederica J. Constantini, Normal College. 
Margaret Laing, Public School 117, Brooklyn. 
Henry G. Kost, College of the City of New York. 
Joseph G. Furey, Public School 123, Brooklyn. 
Lilla A. Nourse, Columbia University. 
Jefferson B. Fletcher, Columbia University. 
Herbert M. Richards, Barnard College. 
Marie H. Brooks, Horace Mann School. 
John King Clark, Public School 23, Bronx. 
Roland H. Williams, Horace Mann School. 
Frank E. Brooks, Horace Mann School. 
A. L. McDevitt, Public School 61, Brooklyn. 
Maud V. Keyes, Horace Mann School. 
Charles D. Raine, principal Public School 147. 
Winifred T. Cullen, Public School 56. 
E. G. Bridgham, Public School 111. 
Lillian E. Rogers, Horace Mann School. 
Mary .E. O'Donnell,. Public School 90, Brooklyn. 
C. C. Calkins, Public Scbool 6, Brooklyn. 
l\1. Louise Rockwood, Public School 46, Brooklyn. 
Honor FJ. Quinn, Public School 63, Brooklyn. 
Lizzie F. Spafford, Public School 161. 
C. F. Kayser, Normal Colle~e. 
James T. Shorwell, Columbia University. 
Eugenie C. Levie, Public School 124. 
Walter B. James, Columbia University. 
Isabella F. Wright, Public School 104. 
N. B. Foster, Columbia University. 
L. G. Forward, Bellevue Hospital Medical School. 
Prince A. l\fovine, Bellevue Hospital Medical School. 
l\Iary S. Woolman, Teachers' College, Columbia Universi~ 
Oli>er C. Mordock, Public School 10, Brooklyn. 
Marion Clarey, Public School 19. 
Robert F. Smith, College of the City of New York. 
Dorothy C. Hess, Normal College. 
Mary G. Peabody, Horace Mann School. 
H. H. Presby, New York College of Pharmacy. 
Edward S. Page, Public School 77. 
Margaret Knox, Public School 15. 
J. Loaz, Packer Collegiate Institute, Brooklyn. 
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Freda M. Brunn!.-. Adelphi College, Brooklyn. 
Engenie Menut, ttorace Mann School. 
Stephen P. Duggan, College of the City of New York. 
Linneas E. La Ferra, Columbia University. 
L. Emmett Holt, Columbia University. 
Charles P. Warren, Columbia University. 
Emma J. Mac.AJarney, Horace Mann School. 
J. D. Miller. 
Charles F. Horne, College of the City of New York. 
Frank Rollins, The Stuyvesant High School. 
Leon Brummer, New York University. 
Nathan Abbott, Columbia University. 
George T. Holm, Columbia University. 
N. Louise Roethgen, Adelphi College, Brooklyn. 
Phillip D. Kurrison, University, Bellevue Medical School. 
Franz Boas, Columbia University. 
Carl Leonardo Speranza, Columbia University. 
Frederick H. Wilkins. New York University. 
Rudolph M. Binder, New York University. 
Helen H. Tanzer, Normal College of the City of New York. 
Mary J. McHench, principal Public School 114, Brooklyn. 
Margaret M. Slattery, principal Public School 53, New York City. 
Eliza A. Caterson, Public School 21, New York City. 
Julia C. Cremins, New York University. 
Amanda C. Northrop, Normal College. 
Jesse H. Bigham, Department of Manual Training, New York City. 
Mabel L. Chesley, Erasmus High School, New York City. 
Arthur Schultze, New York University. 
Mr. SCOTT. I move that the committee do now- rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. FosTER of Vermont, Chairman of the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that tl::.at committee had had qnder consideration the agricul
tural appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
:Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 

Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R.16493. An act limiting and restricting the right of entry 
and assignment under the desert-land law and authotizing an 
extension of time within which to make final proof; 

H. n. 19408 . .An act to authorize the Secretary of War to 
donate to the .Albert Sidney Johnston Camp, Confederate Vet
erans, of San .Antonio, Tex., not to exceed fifty obsolete Spring
field r~es, bayonets, and bayonet scabbards for same; and 

H. n. 16621. To extend the time for the construction of a dam 
across Savannah River at Cherokee Shoals. 

The Speaker announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title : 

S. 3416. An act to amend an act entitled ".An act authorizing 
the extension of Meridian place NW.," approved J anuary 9, 
1907. 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that this day they had presented to the Presi
dent of the United States for his approval the following joint 
resolution and bills: 

H . J. Res.101. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to secure a suitable design for a statue of the late Commo
dore John D. Sloat at Monterey, Cal. ; 

·H. R. 14434 . .An act to validate certain entries of public 
lands in the State of Colorado; 

H . R.16078. An act providing for second desert-land entries; 
H. R. 16874. An act to amend section 13 of an act entitled 

·•An act to divide the State of Texas into· four judicial dis
tricts," approved March 11, 1902; 

H . R. 17710. .An act to increase the efficiency of the per
sonnel of the Life-Saving Service of the United States; 

H. R. 15660. An act to provide for the repayment of certaiil 
commissions, excess payments, and purchase moneys paid under 
the public land laws; and 

H. R.17167 . .An act authorizing the Woodlawn Cemetery As
sociation, of St. Maries, Idaho, to purchase not to exceed 40 
acres of land in the Coeur d'Alene Indian Reservation in Idaho. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent to make a personal statement, which will only 
take a minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent to make a personal statement. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I hope that the gentleman's r equest does 
not require unanimous consent I do not think it does; but if 
it does require unanimous consent, I am forced to object 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, suppose the gentleman gives us 
an idea of what he wants to say. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman can submit to . 
the Speaker the nature of his proposition. If it requires 
unanimous consent--

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can state the nature of his 
proposition if he rises to a question of personal privilege or a 
privileged question. If he does not--

1\fr. GAINES of West ·virginia. Mr. Speaker, I think it is a 
matter of personal privilege, but it is so unimportant that I 
hardly wish to take the attention of the House to this extent. 
On yesterday, after the first roll call, I paired with the gentle-
man from 'Texas [Mr. GILLESPIE] . When the point of no quo
rum was made and there was a call of the House I voted. I 
should instead have answered "present." I have explained the 
matter to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GILLESPIE], and he 
does not care about it. I think, however, when one makes such 
a mistake, mention of it should be made in the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is clearly a matter of personal 
privilege, I think. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not agree with the gentle
man; but the gentleman could ask unanimous consent, if ' he 
desired so to do, that the Journal be corrected in the way indi
cated by him. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I am compelled to 
object. 

HOUSE BILL WITH SEN ATE AMENDMENTS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the bill (H. R . 16882) making 

appropriations for the legiglative, executive, and judicial ex
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1909, and for other purposes, with Senate amendments, was 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speak~r, I move that the House do now 

adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 9 minutes p. m.) the House 

adjourned. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com

munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the General Superintendent of the Life
Saving Service submitting an estimate of appropriation for pay 
of surfmen-to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting a request 
for a reappropriation for a target range near Sparta, Wis.-to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Navy submitting an 
estimate of deficiency appropriation for armor and armament of 
the Navy-to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES .ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 
and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as fol
lows : 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19418) grant
ing condemned cannon for Stony Point State Park, New York, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1298), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FOSS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19611) to further in
crease the efficiency of the United States Marine Corps, and 
for other purposes, reported the same without amendment, ac
companied by a report (No. 1299), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole IIouse on the 
state of the Union. 

1\Ir. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18970) pro
viding for an enlarged homestead, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1300), which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 48) instructing the Attor
ney-General to institute certain suit, and so forth, reported the 
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same wlthou,t amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1301), 
which said resolution and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

REPORTS OF CO~L\IITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follo"s : 

.Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3843) for the re
lief of the legal representatives of Stewart & Co. and A. P. H. 
Stewart, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1~u), which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

.Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4690) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Napoleon B. Giddings, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1296), 
which said blll and report were referred to the P~imte Calen
dar. 

1\fr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of th~ House ( H. R. 10416) to correct the 
naval record of Lieut. Hilary Williams, United States Navy, re
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1297), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

.Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17640) to au
thorize the issuance of a patent to the assignees of Warner 
Bailey for land located in Choctaw County, State of Alabama, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1303), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 
Under clause 2, Rule XIII, 
Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on the Library, to which 

was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10502) to amend the 
provision of the act entitled "An act making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end
ing June 30, 1907, and for other purposes," approved June 30, 
1906, making an appropriation for continuing the work for the 
erection of the memorial to Gen. Ulysses S. Grant, and the joint 
resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 117) concerning the loca
tion of the Grant .Memorial in the District of Columbia, re
ported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1302), 
which said bill, resolution, and report were laid on the table. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 

from the consideration of bills of the following titles, which 
were thereupon referred as follows : 
. A bill (H. R. 18847) granting a pension to Joseph P. Red
roan-Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R.18408) granting a pension to Nancy J. Stephens
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. · 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, Al\TD MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memori

als of the following titles were introduced and severally re
ferred as follows : 

By 1\fr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 19793) to amend an act 
entitled "An act to establish a Code of Law for the District of 
Columbia," relative to gambling, and dealing In options and fu
tures, and bucket shops-to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By 1\Ir. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 19794) to amend sections 2 
and 3 of the act of June 27, 1890, in relation to pensions, and 
so forth-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\fr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 19795) to promote the safety 
of employees upon railroads-to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LANGLEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 19796) for 
the establishment of a park on the east side of the Bladensburg 
road, Washington, D. C.-to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 19797) to validate cer
tain certificates of naturalization issued in the State of Minne
sota-to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 19798) providing for the 
holding of the United States district and circuit courts at 
Hugo, Okla.-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19799) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Durant, Okla.-to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19800) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Ada, Okla.-to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19801) to provide for the improvement 
of the Platt National Park, situated at Sulphur, Okla.-to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19802) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Poteau, Okla.-to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19803) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Hugo, Okla.-to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19804) providing for the holding of the 
United States district and circuit courts at Ada, Okla.-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By l\Ir. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 19805) for the establish~ 
ment and maintenance of libraries in the life-saving stations 
of the United States-to the Committee on the Library. 

By 1\Ir. HAGGOTT: A bill (H. R. 19806) to increase the 
limit of cost of the United States post-office at Trinidad, Colo.~ 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19807) to provide for the granting and 
patenting to the State of Colorado of certain desert lands within 
the former Ute Indian Reservation in said State--to the Com
mittee on the Public Lands. 

PRIV ATEJ BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

the following titles were introduced and se'lerally referred as 
follows: 

By l\.Ir. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 19808) granting an in~ 
crease of pension to George W. Boner-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19809) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank S. Mathews-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By .Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 19810) granting an in~ 
crease of pension to Thomas Boyle-to the Committee on In~ 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19811) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas R. Boss-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19812) granting a pension to l\felvin B. 
Ash-to the Committee on Pension-s. 

By .Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 19813) granting an increase of 
pension to D. C. Handy-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 19814) granting an increase 
of pension to Ernaline Harvell-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By .Mr. CALE: A bill (H. R. 19815) granting an increase of 
pension of Watson Boyden-to the Committee on Invalid Pen~ 
sions. 

By Mr. CANNON: .A bill (H. R. 19816) granting an increase 
of pension to Richard P. Taylor-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By .Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 19817) granting i pension 
to William 1\f. Kilby-to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19818) granting a pension to P. J. Giles
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also; a bill, (H. R. 19819) granting a pension to Samuel 
Reeder-to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19820) to provide for the payment of the 
claim for clerical assistance of F. L. Brenizer, postmaster at 
Dunn Loring, Va.-to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19821) for the relief of James Downs and 
heirs of William Downs, sr.-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHAP:MAN: A bill (H. R. 19822) granting an in .. 
crease of pension to Joseph Wallace--to the Committee on In ... 
valid Pensions. 

By .Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 19823) granting an in~ 
crease of pension to James E. Smith-to the Committee on In~ 
valid Pensions. , 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 19824) granting an in~ 
crease of pension to Abraham Cross-to the Committee on Inva~ 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19825) granting an increase of pension to 
David J. Bishop-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R .. 19826) granting a pension to Willis S. 
Henderson-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill . .(H. R. 19827) granting a pension to James W. 
Sullivan-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. FORNES: A bill (H. R. 19828) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Graham-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FOULKROD: A bill (H. R. 19829) for the relief of 
Charles F. Fairburn-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By M:r. FULTON: A bill (H. R. 19830) granting an increase 
of . pension to James R. Rather-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. . 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 19831) grant
ing an increase of pension to Owen l\1. Higgins-to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions. · 

Also, a bill (H. n. 19832) for the relief of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Campbellsville, Taylor County, Ky.
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By 1\Ir. HACKETT: A bill (H. R. 19833) granting a pension · 
to Israel Miller-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\lr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 19834) for the relief of 
Martin Ball, heir of Stephen Ball, deceased-to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By 1\Ir. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 19835) granting an increase 
of pension to John F. Benjegerdes-to the Committee on Inva
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (II. R. 10836) granting a pension 
to Thomas Conlin-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HELM: A bill (H. R. 19837) granting an increase of 
pension to John Shaw-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By :Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 19838) for the relief of 
Marion B. Patter~ on-to the Committee on Claims. 

By fr. HUl\IPHUEY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 19839) 
for the relief of W. H. Blurock-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 19840) granting 
a pension to Alziua Wilcher-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. L.Al\1B: A bill (H. R. 19841) for the relief of the 
heirs of William Southworth, deceased-to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By 1\fr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 19842) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Evan Jones-to the Committee on War 
Claim. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19843) for the relief of William H. Dot
son-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19844) granting an increase of pension to 
Decatur Maynard-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANING: A bill (H. R. 19845) granting an in
trease of pension to Lydia L. Robinson-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\fr. LAW: A bill (H. R. 19846) for the relief of Addison 
M. Davies-to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19847) $ranting an increa€e of pension to 
George Hoffman-to the Cominittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 19848) for the 
relief of Mrs. Laura Barrett-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 19849) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles G. Vanness-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 19850) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry S. Briggs-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19851) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis \V. Pond-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLEl\lP: A bill (H. R. 19852) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob Slemp-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. S-MITH of California: A bill (H. R. 19 53) granting 
an increase of pension to Cornelius S. Forgy-to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions . . 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 19854) granting a pension 
to Catharine Barry-to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19855) granting an increase of pension to 
James K. Hamilton-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 19856) for· the relief of 
the heirs of A. Lawrence Foster-to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By l\Ir. WOOD : A bill (H. R. 19857) granting an increase of 
pension to Andrew J. Cook-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 19858) grant
ing an increase of pension to Lewis S. Goshorn-to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIOKS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa

pers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By l\lr. ADAIR: Petition of citizens of New York and vicin

Ity, for relief for heirs of victims of the General Slocum dis
aster-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Papers to accompany bills for relief of 
George W. Bowen and Johnston Haughey-to the Committee 
on In valid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Frank S. Math
ews-to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill fo1:- relief of Gifford Ramey
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of M. Lewis Blair-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. BRADLEY: Petitions of Cronomer Valley Grange 
and Washingtonville Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Orange 
County, N. Y., for a national highway commission-to the Com
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petitions of Frank O'Ryan, C. T. Woolsey, 
E. H. Porter, and C. A. Thomas and others, for forest reserYa
tions in White Mountains and Southern Appalachian Moun
tains-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of convention of International 
Seamen's Union of America, held at Portland, Me., March lG, 
1908, against S. 5787 (bill to amend Revised Statutes, section 
4463)-to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: Petition to suspend the service 
pension. act of February 6, 1907, in favor of A. B. Bowen, F. W. 
Titgemeyer, I. Frericks, and G. King-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Watson 
Boyden-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of l\Iissouri: Petition of .allied temperance 
forces of Missouri, represented by Rev. W. B. Palmore, for the 
Littlefield original-package bill-to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. CONNER: Petition of merchants of Iowa, against a 
parcels-post law-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post
Roads. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Petition of L. F. Schermerhorn and 16 
other residents of Crooked Lake, Clare County, Mich., for a 
national highway commission-to the Committee on Agri
culture. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Papers to accompany bills for .relief 
of Abraham Crass, James W. Sullivan, Willis S. Henderson, 
and David J. Bishop-to the Committee on ImTalid Pensions. 

By 1\fr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Petitions of Gran(\ Army of the 
Republic posts of Waterville, Farnsworth, Maynard, and St. 
Peter, all of the State of Minnesota, against abolishment of 
pension agencies-to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petitions of Farmers' Clubs, of Minnesota, and State 
Association of Builders' Exchange, urging passage of H. R. 
534-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Builders' Exchange of St. Paul, opposing 
passage of Gardner eight-hour bill-to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of National Association of Clothiers, favoring 
passage of Fowler bill-to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, petition of Jobbers and Manufacturers' Association, fa
voring $2,000,000 annual appropriation for improvement of Mis
sissippi River-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors . . 
· Also, petition of Commercial Club of St. PauJ, favoring an 
improvement of Mississippi River-to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of St. Paul Live Stock Exchange, favoring 
passage of H. R. 13841-to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Minnesota State Federation of Women's 
Clubs, far laboratories under Federal and State aid and for 
scientific study of criminal, pauper, and defective classes-to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Commercial . Club of Faribault, Minn., in
dorsing H. R. 18204 (Davis industrial high school bill)-to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By 1\Ir. DOUGLAS: Petition of citizens of Ohio, in favor of 
a national highway commission-to the Committee on Agri-
culture. · · 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Trades League of Philadelphia, 
for S. 25 and H. R. 6169, to promote efficiency of Life-Saving 
Service-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

Also, petition of the Universalist Club, of Haverhill, Mass., 
for forest reservations in White Mountains and Southern Appa
lachian Mountains-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Paestenkill Grange, for H. R. 15837, consti
tuting a national highway commission-to the Committ~ on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of Navy-Yard Association, for re
vision of grades and salaries-to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 
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Also, petition of legislature of State of New York, for a vol

unteer officers' retired list-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of emergency experiment station of University 
of Illinois, for II. R. 9230--to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of National Clothiers of New York City, against 
Aldrich currency bill and favoring Fowler bill-to the Commit
tee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of board of directors of Merchants' Associa
tion of New York, against H. R. 15651 (Gardner eight-hour 
bill) -to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petitions of McPherson Post, No. 51; Shiloh Post, No. 
60; Sheridan-Dix Post, No. 7; Heintzleman Post, No. 33, and 
Sedgwick Post, No. 17, Grand Army of the Republic, Depart
ment of California, favoring H. R. 220, relative to desecration 
of the flag-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By 1\Ir. GILLETT: Petition of oitizens of New York and 
vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of the General Slocum 
disaster-to the Committee on Claims. 

AI o, petition of Phillipston Grange, No. 70, for a national 
highway commission-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By l\Ir. GOLD FOGLE: Petition of Trades League of Phila
delphia, against H. R. 7597, for taking Thirteenth Census-to 
the Committee on the Census. 

Also, petition of Local Union No.1, International Stereotypers 
and Electrotypers' Union, for removal of duty on white paper, 
wood pulp, etc.-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Massachusetts State Federation of Women's 
Clubs, for forest reservation in White Mountains and Southern 
Appalachian Mountains-to the Committee on Agriculture. · 

Also, petition of Universalist Club, of Haverhill, l\Iass., for 
forest reservations in White Mountains and Southern Ap
palachian Mountains-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

AI o, memorial of Southern Intelligence Bureau, against pro
hibi tion laws-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Brill Brothers, of New York City, against 
Aldrich bill-to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of 1\faritime Association of Port of New York, 
for S. 25, to promote efficiency of Life-Saving Service-to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commeroc. 

Also, petition of Polish organizations and Polish press of the 
United States, fa Yo ring Bates resolution of sympathy for Polish 
subjects of Prussia-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By 1\fr. GOULDE~: Petition of Trades League of Philadel
phia, Pa., for S. 25, promoting efficiency in the Life-Saving 
Service-to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish
eries. 

Also, ·petitions of McPherson Post, No. 61; Sedgwick Post, No. 
17; Heintzelman Post, No. 33; Shiloh Post, No. 60; and Sheri
dan-Dix Post, No. 7, Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of California, favoring H. · R. 220, against desecration of the 
A.mer'ican flag-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of C. F. Mehelbreth, a citizen of New York 
City, favoring the Dick-Capron bill readjusting pay of the 
Army-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. GRA . .H.Al\1: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Andrew D. Taylor-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of E . H. Porter, C. A. Thomas, C. T. Woolsey, 
Frank O'Ryan, and others, for forest reservations in White 
Mountains and Southern Appalachian Mountains-to the Com
mittee on Agriculture. 

By ;\lr. HAMILTON of Iowa : Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of William Elkin-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By .Mr. HASKINS: Petition of Waterbury Urange, No. 237; 
Caledonia Grange, No. 9, and Green .Mountain Grange, No. 347, 
for H. R. 15837, creation of a national highway commission
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of P. E. Holderness and 74 other 
citizens of San Jose, Cal., in favor of exclusion of Asiatic la
borers and against extending the right of naturalization-to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of California, opposing Penrose bill
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roacls. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
.1\Irs. Beatrice H. Duncan-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By 1\fr. HUFF: Petition of Floyd Thompson, of Chicora, Pa., 
and others, for a national highway commission-to the Com
mitt-:e on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petition of American News
paper Publishers' Association, for removal of duty on white 
paper, wood pulp, etc.-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By 1\Ir. JONES of Washington: .Petitions of Methodist Epis
copal Church of Port Orchard, First Congregational Church of 

Snohomish, and Fremont Baptist Church, of Seattle, all in the 
State of Washington, for closing gates to visitors Sundays dur
ing the Alaska-Yukon-Pacific Exposition-to the Select Commit
tee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, petitions of 1\Iet~odist Episcopal Church of Port Orchard; 
Fremont Baptist Church, of Seattle; First Congregational 
Church of Snohomish, and Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Burlington, all in the State of Washington, against the sale of 
intoxicating liquor on any Government property-to the Com
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of 'Vashington, against re
ligious legislation in the District of Columbia-to the Commit
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LAMB: Paper to accompany bi1l for relief of heirs 
of William Southworth-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LILLEY: Petition of George W. Ide, for a national 
highway commission-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By 1\Ir. LINDBERGH: Petition of Jobbers and Manufactur
ers' Association, favoring improvement of the Mississippi 
River-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By 1\Ir. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of F. H. Albee and others, 
for a national highway commission-to the Committee on Agri
culture. 

By 1\fr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Trades League 
of Philadelphia, for authorization to complete all Government 
contracts pending in certain shipyards and steel works-to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. NORRIS: Petition of Kenesaw Bay View Club, of 
Nebraska, in favor of woman suffrage-to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William Johnson-to the Committee on ·war Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petitions of Conquest Grange, No. 1027, 
of Port Byron, N. Y., and Hopewell Grange, No. 472, of Ontario, 
N. Y., favoring a national highway commission-to the Com
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Peace Association of Friends of 
Philadelphia, against the building of new battle ships-to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of North American Fish and Game Protective 
Association, for a treaty with Canada looking to the propaga
tion and protection of fish in the Great Lak~-to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of National Association of Clothiers, against 
the Aldrich and in favor of the Fowler currency bill-to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of New York Credit 1\Ien's Association, for 
any amendment beneficial to present bankruptcy law-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of Richland Grange, No. 372, for a 
national highway commission-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By l\Ir. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of Jobbers and 
Manufacturers' Association of St. Paul, favoring an improve
ment of Mississippi River-to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of Merriam Park Woman's Club, of St. Paul, 
1\Iinn., for the Beveridge-Parsons child-labor bill-to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Mrs. Bertha Lynch, for the 
Kittredge copyright bill-to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: Petition of S. H. Bromfield ancl 
Burton Grange, for a national highway commission-to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Presbyterian Church of Orwell, Ohio, for. 
the Littlefield original-package bill-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of C. F. Cram and others, for establishment of 
a rural parcels post, as per S. 5122-to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By 1\Ir. TOU VELLE: Petition of Ohio State legislative board 
of Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, for the La Follette-Ster
ling employers' liability bill and against the Knox bill-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of S. A. Horner and other citizens, against the 
Penrose bill, amendment of section 3893 of the Revised Statutes, 
S. 1518, creating a press censorship-to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Thomas M. Bergan and 20 
other citizens of Snedekerville, Bradford County, Pa., against 
H. R. 19238-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

Also, petition of Universalist Club of Haverhill, 1\Iass., f0r 
forest reservations in White Mountains and Southern Appa
lachian Mountains-to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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By :Mr. WDOD: Petitions of F. L. Stm·geon, C. T. Woolsey, 
El. S. T. Porter, C. A. Thomas, and Frank 0. "llyan, 'for forest 
reservations in White Mountains ·and Southern Appalachian 
Mountains-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Board of Trade of Newark, N. J., for a par
eels-post law-to the Committee <>n the Post-Office and Post
Roads. 

Also, petition of Trades League of Philadelphia, for S. 25 
(efficiency of Life-Saving Sernce), and H. R. 7597 (to pronde 
for taking the Thirteenth Census)-to the Committee on the 
Census. 

SENATE. 

WEDNESDAY, ]f arch ~5, 1908. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Re-v. Enw ARD E. HALE. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 

proceedings, when, on request of Mr. McCREARY, and by unani
mous consent, the further :reading was dispensed with. 

The VJ:CE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 
MESSAGE "FROM 'l'RE ROUSE. 

A message from the House of Representati\es, by .1\II:. W. J. 
BRoWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.16882) 
making appropriations for the legislative, exec.-utiT"e, and ·ju
dicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1909, and for other purposes, asks a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed 1\fr. GILLETT, 1\Ir. BRICK, and .Mr. LIVING
STON managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SJGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker ,of the House 

had signed the following enrolled billa, and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

S. 3416. An act to amend an :act entitled "An act authorizing 
the extension of Meridian place NW.," appToved January 9, 
1907; 

H. R.~6493. An net limiting and .restricting the right of entry 
and assignment under the desert-land law -ana authorizing an 
extension of time within which to make iinal proof; 

H. R.16621. An act to extend the time for the construction 
of a dam across Savannah Rh·er at Cherokee Shoals; and 

H. R.19408. An act to auth<>rize the Secretary of War to 
donate to the Albert Sidney .Johnston C:unp, Confederate Vet
erans, of San Antonio, Tex., not to exceed fifty obsolete Spring
field tifies, bayonets, ..und bayonet £cabbards for same. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of Local Di
nsion No.1, Ancient Order of Hibernians, of Torrington, Conn., 
remonstrating against the ratification of the pending tren.ty of 
arbitration between the United States and Great Britain, which 
was referred to the Commlttee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the League of Peace, of New 
York City, N. Y., praying that an invitation be extended by 
Congress to the Japanese Parliament to T"isit the United States 
in 1909, at a joint interparliu.mentary union, which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

1\fr.. PLATT presented a memorial of the 1Uaster Steam and 
Hot Water Fitters' Association of New York City, N. Y., re
monstrating against the passage of the so-called "' anti-injunc
tion bill," which was referred to the Oommittee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of New York 
City. N. Y., remonstrating against the ratification of the 
pending :treaty of arbitration between the United States and 
Great Britain, which was refeTred to the ·committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also -presented the petition of Henry S. Creamer, .of New 
Yo1·k City, N. Y., I>Tay:ing for the adoption of certain amend
ments to the present copyright law relating to musical composi
tions, which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Olean, 
N. Y., praying for the passage of the so-called " ·postal savings 
bank bill," which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

'He also presented a petition of Local Grange No. 1.072, Pa
trons of Husbandry., of Binghamton, N. Y., _praying for the en
actment of legislation to create a national highways commission, 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For
estry~ 

He also presented petitions from Local Grange NoA "1042, Pa
trons of Husbandry, of Clifton Springs; of Local Grange No. 
548, Patrons of Husbandry, of Glendale; of Local Grange No. 

1072, Patrons of Husbandry, of Binghamton· of Loeal Gra.nO'e 
No. 882, Patrons of llusbandry, of Staat bm·g, and of Madisgn 
County Pomona Grange, Patrons of I:Iusbandl'y, all in the State 
of New Y'Ork, praying for the passage of the o-called " rural 
parce1s-post bill," which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

1\fr. FRYE J)resented a petition of Stevens :Mills Grange, Pa
trons of Husbandry, of Auburn, Me . .., pTaying for the enactment 
of legi Jation providing fol' the appoini:ment of a national high
ways commission, which was referred to the Committee on 
AgTiculture and Forestry. 

1\Ir. CULLOM presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Butte and of the Phil Sheridan Club, of Anaconda.., in the State 
of 1\Iontana; of the Emmet Club, of Gar<lne~, Mass. ; of the 
llobert Emmet Literary Society, of Seattle, Wash.; of the 
Henry Grattan Club, of New Raven; of tile Emmet Club of 
Danbury, in the State of Connecticut; and of the Irish Natio~al
ists, of Cle.-eland, Springfield, and Cincinnati, all in the Stat 
of Ohio, remo~str~ting against the ratification of the pending 
treaty of arb~tration between the United States and Great 
Britain, which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Tie
lations. 

:Mr. LONG presented a memorial of the Southern Intelligence 
Bureau, Qf New Orleans, La., remonstrating against the enact~ 
ment of legislation to prohibit the manufacture and sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia, which was re
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Covona, 
1\'lorga.nhill, .and Oakdale, in the- State of California; of South 
Lancaster, 1\Iass.; of Bennon, Birchtree, Carthage, Clarksburg 
Jerico Springs, Mainard, Mendon, Reno, and St. Louis, in th~ 
State of Missouri; of Marion and Toledo, in the State of Ohio; 
of Temple, Okla.; of Gaffney, S. C.; of Nashtille, Tenn., and 
of Hartland, Vt., remonstrating against the enactment of legis· 
lation to protect the first day of the week as a day of rest in 
the District of Columbia, which were referred to the Commit
tee on the Dish·ict of Columbia~ 

Mr. WETMORE presented -a petition of Portsmouth Grange~ 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Portsmouth, R. I., _praying for the 
passage of the so-called "rural parcels-post bill," -which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a. memorial of the John Mitchell Literary 
Association, of Prondence, R. I., remonstrating against the 
ratification of the pending arbitration treaty between the United 
States and Great Britain, which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LODGE ;presented petitions <>f .sundry citizens of Prescott, 
Colrain, Lyons'\ille, Adamsville, Middleboro, Gardner, and West 
Tisbury, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying .for the pas
sage of the so-called " parcels-post bill," which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Atlantic Coast Seamen's 
Union, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to amend section 44G3 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to the manning of \essels, which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WARl\"'Ell pr-esented a petition of sundry allied temper
ance organizations of Sedalia, Mo., ·praying for the enactment 
of legislation to Tegulate the interstate iJ:ansportation of intoxi
cating liquors, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary~ · 

He also presented a petition of the International Reform 
Bureau of Washington, D. C., praying for the adoption of cer
tain amendments t-o the present antigambling Jaw of the Dis
trict of Columbia, so as to prohibit gambling and bookmaking 
in the District of Columbia, which was referred to the Com
mittee on the District of Columllia. 

Mr. RAYNER presented a petition of .sundry citizens of Bur
tonville and SilTer Springs, in the State of Maryland, praying 
for the passage of the so-called "rural parcels-post bill," whieh 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
South Bend, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the ginng to or receipt by public officers of any 
free frank or privilege for the h·ansmission of messages by, 
telegraph or telephone and to pre,ent discriminations in inter
state telegraph and telephone rates, which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HOPKINS pre ented a IJetition of sundry citizeas of 
Earlville, ill., praying for the passage of the so-called " parcels
post bill," which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of illinois, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for the con-
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